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Kansas Exceptional Events Appendix A

Appendix A — Trajectories

This section contains 24-hour backward trajectories ending at exceedance monitors
between 10:00 CST and 20:00 CST on April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011. The 10:00 to 20:00 CST
time period encompasses the hours contributing to the peak 8-hour ozone exceedances on the
event days. The trajectories illustrate transport of smoke to the exceedance monitors and
supplement the Causal Relationship section of the Exceptional Events demonstration. All times
shown are in Central Standard Time.

Ozone 1-hr (ppk)
0-60

61-73

B0-33
100-1M1

12 -124
124

o]
o
o
o
o]
]

-0 Missing or Bad Data
Wind

Morthery wind
Calm

AQ Data
NWS Data

J (mis)  (mph)
~ =1.25 = 2.80
250 628
5.00 11.18
7.50 16.78
10.00 2237
15.00 33.55
17.50 3815
2250 50.33
25.00 55.82
35.00 78.29
37.50 B3.39
50.00 111.85

[ | Rl

FEFTEEFFI T |

HYSPLIT Trajectories
Height 1

L
-
P
e .

Voo

o ‘9

Figure A-1. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 10:00 on April 6, 2011.
For this and the following trajectory plots, Height 1 = 50 m, Height 2 = 100 m, and Height
3 =500 m, corresponding to ending height above ground level at each exceedance
monitor. Red dots and gray shading show cumulative daily fire and smoke locations,
respectively. Daily peak 8-hour ozone concentrations are in parentheses next to the
exceedance monitors. Plot created in AIRNow-Tech.
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Figure A-3. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 12:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 13:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-5. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 14:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-7. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-8. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 17:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-9. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 18:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-11. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 20:00 on April 6, 2011.
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Figure A-12. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 10:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-13. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 11:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-14. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 12:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-15. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 13:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-16. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 14:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-17. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 14:00 on April 12, 2011
(same as Figure A-16 but zoomed on eastern Kansas).
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Figure A-18. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 15:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-19. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-20. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 12, 2011
(same as Figure A-19 but zoomed on eastern Kansas).
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Figure A-22. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 18:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-23. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 18:00 on April 12, 2011
(same as Figure A-22 but zoomed on eastern Kansas).
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Figure A-25. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 20:00 on April 12, 2011.
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Figure A-28. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 12:00 on April 13, 2011.

o

d\ Ozone 1-hr (ppk)

@ o0-80
O 61-13
O &0-33
@ t00-m
@ tz-124
@ 1
O Missing or Bad Data
Wind
r Morthery wind
(] Calm
Il AQData
Il wwsData
(mis) {mph}
— =125 =280
s A—  z50 6.26
s 11.18
bW 750 16.78
W 000 2237
W 500 2
W gm0 ses
Wb 2250 s0a3
b 2500 ss92
By 500 7eze
B a7s0  s3ae
Kk s000 11185
HYSPLIT Trajectories
i Height 1
) | # o L ©
69) : 78,76 ]
63 fin S Ligo 62 I o
J 67 banig 68 71 i g, 66 e oo
NI SEL ¢y 2
: N \ 3 \ A oV &

Figure A-29. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 13:00 on April 13, 2011.
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Figure A-30. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 14:00 on April 13, 2011.
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Figure A-31. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 15:00 on April 13, 2011.
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Figure A-35. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 19:00 on April 13, 2011.
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Figure A-39. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 12:00 on April 29, 2011.
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Figure A-41. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 14:00 on April 29, 2011.
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Figure A-43. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 29, 2011.
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Figure A-45. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 18:00 on April 29, 2011.
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Kansas Exceptional Events Overview

1. Overview

Eastern Kansas contains three main metropolitan areas: Kansas City, Wichita, and
Topeka. East of Wichita are the Flint Hills, a region of rolling grassland stretching from north of
Topeka southward to the Oklahoma border. In April 2011, smoke from numerous fires in the
Flint Hills and from other large fires in Texas and Mexico impacted air quality in Kansas
metropolitan areas. Fires in the Flint Hills were particularly extensive on April 6, 12, and 13.
The smoke that was transported downwind from the fires on these days contributed to ozone
formation’ and exceedance of the National Ambient Air Quality Standard (NAAQS) for 8hour
ozone at several air quality monitors. On April 29, smoke was transported northward into
Kansas from several large fires in Texas and Mexico, contributing to ozone formation and
exceedance of the NAAQS for 8-hour ozone at air quality monitors in the Wichita area.

The purpose of this report is to provide evidence that the daily peak 8-hour average
ozone concentrations in exceedance of the NAAQS on April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011, were the
result of smoke generated by fires in areas upwind of the monitors where the exceedances
occurred. The NAAQS for 8-hour ozone concentration is 0.075 ppm; 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm are above the standard. This document demonstrates that the
8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm meet the requirements for having been
influenced by an exceptional event as stated in the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s
(EPA) Exceptional Events Rule (72 FR 13560, March 22, 2007).

Table 1-1 shows the specific dates, monitors, and 8-hour ozone concentrations above
0.075 ppm that were reported in Kansas in April 2011. The locations of these monitors, and
other nearby air quality and meteorological monitors, are shown in Figures 1-1 and 1-2. Please
note that all times shown in this report are in 24-hour format and in Central Standard Time
(CST).

Table 1. Kansas monitors with 8-hour ozone concentrations exceeding 0.075 ppm in

April 2011.
Observed 8-Hour
Monitor AQS Site Code Date in 2011 Ozone Concentration
(ppm)

Mine Creek 201070002 April 6 0.076
Peck 201910002 April 6 0.082
gl 201730010 | April 6 0.079
Dept.

KNI-Topeka 201770013 April 12 0.084
Konza Prairie 201619991 April 12 0.078
Konza Prairie 201619991 April 13 0.079
Peck 201910002 April 29 0.077
Sedgwick 201730018 April 29 0.082

1 Smoke from biomass burning contains volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NO,), which react
to form ozone.
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Monitor Types

i\.{ 8-hr Ozone Exceedance
Ozone (no exceedance)
METAR
Ozone and PM2s

PM1o

Monitor Type

* 8-hr Ozone Exceedance

Q Ozone and PMzs

. PM1o

Figure 1. Wichita area air quality and nearby meteorological monitoring sites.
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1.1 Exceptional Event Definition and Demonstration Criteria

The Exceptional Events Rule is defined in 40 CFR §50.1(j) as an event that
affects air quality;
is not reasonably controllable or preventable; and
is caused by human activity that is unlikely to recur at a particular location or is a natural event.
As specified in 40 CFR 50.14(c)(3)(iv), to justify the exclusion of air quality data from
NAAQS determination, the following must be demonstrated:
2. the event was not reasonably preventable;

3. there was a clear, causal relationship between the 8-hour ozone concentrations at the
impacted monitors and the specified event;

4. the measured values were in excess of normal historical fluctuations; and

no exceedance would have occurred but for the event.

5.1 Summary of Approach

Several analysis methods were used to develop a weight of evidence to demonstrate
that the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm in April 2011 meet the rules for data
exclusion as Exceptional Events. In summary, synoptic and local scale meteorological data,
including trajectory analysis, were used to assess whether conditions were favorable for
transport of smoke from the fires to the monitors that showed 8-hour ozone concentrations
above 0.075 ppm. The presence of smoke at the impacted monitors was evaluated with PMj,
PMg.s, and visibility data. The 8-hour ozone concentrations on the four smoke event days in
April 2011 were compared to concentrations observed in previous Aprils to assess whether the
8-hour ozone concentrations above the NAAQS in April 2011 were historically unusual. Two
analyses were used to investigate whether the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm
would have occurred but for the smoke: (1) analysis of ozone concentrations on days with
similar meteorological conditions but without smoke impacts and (2) analysis of results from
photochemical model simulations with and without fires.

5.2 Summary of Findings

This report demonstrates that
the smoke events in question were not reasonably preventable (Section 2);

there was a clear causal relationship between the fires and the 8-hour ozone exceedances
(Section 3);

ozone concentrations during the event were in excess of historical norms (Section 4); and

the ozone exceedances would not have occurred but for the smoke from the fires (Section 5).
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Therefore, the findings strongly suggest that all of the 8-hour ozone concentrations
above 0.075 ppm in Kansas in April 2011 meet the rules for exclusion as Exceptional Events.
Brief synopses of the meteorological and air quality conditions on each smoke event day are
presented below.

April 6, 2011 Event

On April 6, 2011, about 248,358 acres were burning in the Flint Hills of Kansas. A cold
front moved across Kansas on April 6, with northerly surface winds behind the cold front, and
southerly winds ahead of the front (Figure 1-3). As the front moved through the Wichita area
around midday, northerly winds transported smoke from fires in the Flint Hills to the Wichita
Health Dept. and Peck monitors. Ahead of the front, southwesterly winds transported smoke
from fires in the southern Flint Hills to the Mine Creek monitor. Photochemical modeling and
matching day analyses provide evidence that, without the impact from fires, no 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm would have occurred at the Mine Creek, Peck, or Wichita
Health Dept. monitors on April 6 (see Table 1-2).

. Exceedance Monitors

° Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 1. Summary of conditions on April 6, 2011. Black arrows denote transport of
smoke by winds; blue line denotes approximate location of cold front at noon on April 6.
Peak 8-hour ozone concentrations are in parentheses at the impacted monitors.
Southerly winds ahead of a cold front transported smoke to the Mine Creek monitor.
Northerly winds behind the front transported smoke to Wichita-area monitors.
Photochemical modeling showed that smoke enhanced the formation of ozone at the
impacted monitors.
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Overview

Table 1. 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, and estimated ozone
contributions due to smoke.

Estimated Estimated
CIDEEEL Ozone 8-hour Ozone 2 ey
. AQS Site 8-Hour Ozone o . Ozone Without
Monitor . Contribution | Concentration
Code Concentration . Smoke Below
(ppm) from Smoke Without 0.075 ppm?
(ppm) Smoke (ppm)
. 0.010 to 0.062 to
Mine Creek 201070002 0.076 0014 0.066 Yes
0.020 to 0.053 to
Peck 201910002 0.082 0.029 0.062 Yes
Wichita 0.020 to 0.051 to
e e I 0.028 0.059 MEE

April 12, 2011 Event

On April 12, 2011, about 298,243 acres were burning in the Flint Hills. Light to moderate
southerly winds in eastern Kansas on April 12 transported smoke from fires in the Flint Hills
region to the KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors (Figure 1-4). This wind pattern also
transported smoke away from the Wichita area monitors in southern Kansas and the Mine
Creek monitor in eastern Kansas. Photochemical modeling and matching day analyses provide
evidence that, without the impact from fires, no 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm
would have occurred at the KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors on April 12 (see Table 1-3).

Exceedance Monitors

° Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 1. Summary of conditions on April 12, 2011. Light to moderate southerly winds
transported smoke to the KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors. Photochemical
modeling indicates that the smoke enhanced ozone formation at the impacted monitors.
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Table 1. 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011, and estimated ozone
contributions due to smoke.

Observed Estimated Estimated Is 8-hour
AQS Sit 8-Hour Ozone Ozone 8-Hour Ozone Ozone
Monitor Codel € C-on::entratio Contribution Concentrations Without
nlppm) from Smoke Without Smoke | Smoke Below
PP (ppM) (ppM) 0.075 ppm?
0.025 to

KNI-Topeka 201770013 0.084 0.028 0.056 to 0.059 Yes
Konza Prairie | 201619991 0.078 Oboggo 0.059 to 0.071 Yes

April 13, 2011 Event

On April 13, 2011, about 291,296 acres were burning in the Flint Hills. Light to moderate
southeasterly surface winds in eastern Kansas on April 13 transported smoke from fires in the
Flint Hills region to the Konza Prairie monitor (Figure 1-5). Unlike April 12, when smoke was
largely confined to the Flint Hills region, smoke on April 13 was observed over most of Kansas
and in portions of neighboring states. Some of this smoke was likely from fires that burned on
April 12. Photochemical modeling and matching day analyses provide evidence that, without
the impact from fires, no 8-hour ozone concentration over 0.075 ppm would have occurred at

the Konza Prairie monitor on April 13 (see Table 1-4).

@  Exceedance Monitors

® Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 1. Summary of conditions on April 13, 2011. Southeasterly winds transported
smoke to the Konza Prairie monitor, enhancing the formation of ozone.






Kansas Exceptional Events Overview

Table 1. 8-hour ozone concentration on April 13, 2011 and estimated ozone contribution
due to smoke.

Is 8-hour
Estimated Estimated Ozone
Observed :
. Ozone 8-Hour Ozone Without
. AQS Site | 8-Hour Ozone s .
Monitor . Contribution | Concentratio Smoke
Code Concentration .
e from Smoke n Without Below
PP (ppm) Smoke (ppm) 0.075
ppm?
Konza 0.018 to
Prairie 201619991 0.079 0.030 0.049 to 0.061 Yes

April 29, 2011 Event

Numerous large fire complexes in Texas and northeastern Mexico, some burning since
April 25, produced widespread smoke and haze across the southern Plains on April 29. Strong
southerly surface winds transported this smoke into southern Kansas (Figure 1-6). The Wichita
area monitors were closer to the smoke sources than the other Kansas monitors, and they were
therefore impacted by the smoke for a longer period of time on April 29 than the monitors further
north. Matching day analysis provided evidence that, without the impact from fires, no 8-hour
ozone concentrations over 0.075 ppm would have occurred at the Peck and Sedgwick monitors
on April 29 (Table 1-5).

10
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L] Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 1. Summary of conditions on April 29, 2011. Strong southerly winds transported
smoke into the Wichita area, where the smoke enhanced ozone formation.

Table 1. 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011 and estimated ozone
contributions due to smoke.
Estimated . o Hn Ty
Estimated Ozone
SIBBEEE S 8-Hour Ozone Without
AQS Site | 8-Hour Ozone | Contributio .
Concentrations Smoke

Monitor .
SERE Com(:s:rt;?tlon ;r];r;:; Without Smoke Below
(ppm) (ppm) 0.075
ppm?
0.017 0.060 Yes
0.056 Yes

Peck 201910002 0.077
Sedgwick | 201730018 0.082 0.026

11
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6. Data Acquisition

Ozone concentrations in excess of the NAAQS normally occur with sunny skies, warm
air temperatures, stable atmospheric conditions, and light winds. Ozone concentrations may
also increase when there are unusual emissions of ozone precursors such as volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) and nitrogen oxides (NO,). Wildland fires are known sources of these
ozone precursors. To analyze the specific conditions on the days when 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm occurred in Kansas in April 2011, fire and smoke, air quality,
and meteorological data were first collected from a wide variety of sources (Table 2-1). These
sources were selected because of their high standards for data quality. Additional
meteorological parameters, such as vector average winds and daily maximum temperatures,
were calculated as necessary. Table 2-2 describes why these data are needed to understand
and explain the processes that influence ozone conditions.

Table 2. Data types and sources used in the Exceptional Events analysis.

Type of Data Source(s) Location(s) Date Range
Air Quality Data:
;:;?:;r and 8-hour KDHE Kansas air quality | March through May,
CASTNET? monitors 2006-2011
1-hour PM
1-hour PMz,s

data (METAR®)

Surface meteorological

National Weather
Service (NWS)

All available
Kansas sites

March through May,
2006-2011

Upper-air
meteorological data

NWS

Topeka, KS (KTOP)
Norman, OK

March through May,

(radiosonde) (KOUN) VSR

Surface and upper-level NWS Natllonal and April 2011

weather maps regional

Visible and infrared . March through May,
satellite imagery A Ml 2006-2011

Daily MODIS* Visible | gp National April 2011

satellite imagery

gjt';y smoke andfire |\ HAA HMS® National April 2011

Daily burn acreage KDHE : . : :

estimates SmartFire' Flint Hills region April 2011

@ Clean Air Status and Trends Network
® Meteorological Terminal Aviation Routine Weather Report
¢ Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer
9 Space Science and Engineering Center, University of Wisconsin-Madison

¢ National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s Hazard Mapping System
f Satellite Mapping Automated Reanalysis Tool for Fire Incident Reconciliation

Table 2. Description of processes that influence ozone levels.

Type of Data

Relation to Ozone Levels

12
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Data

Temperature

Surface temperature data were assessed to determine
whether temperatures were conducive to high ozone
levels. Warmer temperatures enhance ozone
formation.

Surface wind speeds

Surface wind data were used to assess pollutant
dispersion. Light winds limit pollutant dispersion, and
limited pollutant dispersion normally results in higher
ozone levels.

Trajectories (HYSPLIT?)

Trajectory analysis was used to assess transport of

pollutants. Air parcels originating in or passing through
regions of higher pollution levels (e.g., smoke) indicate
potential transport of pollutants to downwind locations.

Upper-air soundings

Soundings were used to assess atmospheric stability
and the likelihood that smoke emitted from fires would
impact surface ozone conditions. Layers in which
temperature increases with height, called temperature
inversions, are stable layers. Temperature inversions
limit vertical mixing and trap pollutants near the
surface.

Upper-level weather maps

500 mb weather maps were used to determine the
locations of upper-level ridges and upper-level
troughs. Upper-level ridges are associated with
increased atmospheric stability, which reduces vertical
mixing and traps pollutants near the surface.

Surface weather maps

Surface weather maps were used to determine the
positions of high- and low-pressure systems and
frontal boundaries in relation to the impacted monitors.
These meteorological features are the primary drivers
of surface wind speed and direction, and thus of
pollutant dispersion and transport.

Satellite imagery

Satellite imagery was used to assess cloud cover at
the impacted monitors. Ozone formation is enhanced
in the presence of sunlight; thus, higher ozone levels
are normally associated with limited cloud cover.

PM1o, PM25s, and visibility

Particle concentrations from air quality monitors and
visibility observations from airports were collected to
assess the presence of smoke at air quality monitors.
Smoke is known to cause elevated PM, and PM; s
concentrations and reductions in visibility.

@ Hybrid Single Particle Lagrangian Integrated Trajectory Model
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7. Not Reasonably Preventable

KDHE to write
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8. Causal Relationship

8.1 Summary of Results

This section demonstrates a causal relationship between the smoke due to local and
regional fires and the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm that occurred in Kansas on
April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011. In particular, this section provides evidence that (1) smoke from
biomass burning can enhance the formation of ozone; (2) smoke from Flint Hills and other
regional fires was transported to the impacted monitors on the days when 8-hour ozone
concentrations were above 0.075 ppm; and (3) the smoke enhanced ozone formation at specific
monitors, resulting in 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm. This evidence includes
discussion of fire locations, meteorological conditions, satellite observations of smoke, smoke
transport, and air quality data on the four days when 8-hour ozone concentrations were above
0.075 ppm.

Meteorological and air quality data suggest that the 8-hour ozone concentration(s)
exceeding the NAAQS in Kansas were very likely caused by

smoke from fires in the Flint Hills on April 6, 12, and 13, 2011 (based on fire locations relative to
the impacted monitors, wind patterns favorable for transport of smoke to the impacted monitors,
and reduced visibilities with smoke and/or haze reported in the vicinity of the impacted
monitors); and

smoke from fires in Texas and Mexico on April 29, 2011 (based on wind patterns favorable for
long-range transport of smoke to the impacted monitors).

8.2 Literature Review Providing Evidence that Biomass Burning Can
Result in Elevated Ozone Levels

To establish a relationship between smoke from biomass burning and ozone
enhancement, relevant scientific articles from peer-reviewed journals were collected and
reviewed. The articles depicted a complex relationship between biomass burning and ozone
formation and indicated several cases in which ozone concentrations exceeding the NAAQS
were attributable to smoke from biomass burning.

Smoke from biomass burning contains a number of constituents, including ozone
precursors such as nitrogen oxides (NOx) and non-methane hydrocarbons (NMHCs) (McKeen et
al., 2002; Jaffe et al., 2008). Previous observational studies have shown that smoke from
biomass burning can enhance the formation of ozone under a variety of conditions (e.g., Hobbs
et al., 2003; Junquera et al., 2005; Pfister et al., 2006). Ozone enhancement due to biomass
burning is highly variable and depends on a number of factors, including fuel type, combustion
efficiency, and available solar radiation (Jaffe and Wigder, 2012). In addition, ozone
enhancement associated with biomass burning can take place both immediately downwind of a
fire and after long-range smoke transport. Junquera et al. (2005) found ozone enhancements of
up to 60 ppb within 10 km of fires in eastern Texas. Using ozonesondes, Morris et al. (2006)
found a 25-100 ppb increase in aloft ozone concentrations over Texas due to long-range
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transport of smoke from wildfires in Canada and Alaska. In the analysis of a November 2009
smoke plume in California, Akagi et al. (2012) found that “despite occurring approximately one
month before the winter solstice, the plume was photochemically active and significant amounts
of ozone formed within a few hours”, demonstrating that ozone enhancement due to smoke can
take place in the cool season when ozone concentrations are typically lower. Conversely, in
some cases, ozone concentrations were shown to be suppressed near wildfires, possibly
because of thick smoke obstructing incoming UV radiation and/or titration of ozone due to high
NOy concentrations in the smoke plume (Bytnerowicz et al., 2010; Stith et al., 1981).

Previous studies have also shown that fires contributed to exceedances of the NAAQS
for 8-hour ozone (Jaffe et al., 2004; Junquera et al., 2005; Bein et al., 2008). And, using
photochemical model simulations, Pfister (2008) found 10—15 ppb increases in ozone near fires
in Northern California over the September 1-20, 2007, period and near fires in Southern
California over the October 15-30, 2007, period, concluding that “intense wildfire periods
frequently can cause ozone levels to exceed current health standards.” In addition, the EPA
recently agreed to a request from the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) to exclude exceedances
of the NAAQS for 1-hour ozone concentrations due to emissions from biomass burning under
the Exceptional Events Rule. In that case, CARB and SMAQMD used a weight-of-evidence
approach similar to the approach used for this Exceptional Events demonstration—including
analysis of air quality and meteorological data, satellite imagery, air parcel trajectories, and
photochemical modeling—to show that smoke from wildfires in the summer of 2008 resulted in
ozone exceedances in the Sacramento region (Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District, 2011).

8.3 Analysis Methods

Several analysis methods were used to assess whether the 8-hour ozone concentrations
above 0.075 ppm were caused by smoke. Fire and smoke locations were analyzed in relation
to the impacted monitors, and meteorological data were evaluated to determine whether
conditions were favorable for transport of smoke from fires to the impacted monitors. Air quality
data and visibility observations were used to assess whether smoke was present at the
impacted monitors.

8.3.1 Existence of Fires

For each event day, NOAA-HMS fire and smoke plume data were analyzed to determine
the locations and spatial extent of the fires/smoke on the event days and to assess whether fires
occurred upwind of the impacted air monitors. Geographic Information System (GIS) mapping
was used to combine the NOAA-HMS data sets with visible satellite imagery to evaluate the
locations of fires and dense smoke plumes in relation to the locations of air quality monitors.

Fire locations and extent were also assessed by examining daily burn estimates by
county, provided by KDHE for April 4-16 and April 25-30, 2011 (Table 4-1). Daily burn acreage
was estimated using the following methodologies: KDHE can add more information on this
methodology
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Satellite analysis (when clouds were not present).

Estimates using a proportion of daily acres burned in individual counties, based on a cumulative
total over several days and derived from analysis of the NOAA-HMS fire detects (when clouds
were present).

County Extension Agent Acreage Burn Reports (when the previous two methodologies were
unavailable).

Table 4. Daily Flint Hills burn acreage estimates and data source for April 2011. Bold
entries indicate dates with 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm in Kansas.
The three days with largest burn acreage estimates (April 6, 12, and 13) were days on
which 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm.

Date SO Source Date ‘ RO ‘ Source
Burned Burned
4/1/2011 43,997 SmartFire 4/16/2011 233,036 KDHE
4/2/2011 83,271 SmartFire 4/17/2011 27,373 SmartFire
4/3/2011 21,656 SmartFire 4/18/2011 23,284 SmartFire
4/4/2011 1,829 KDHE 4/19/2011 2,134 SmartFire
4/5/2011 142,982 KDHE 4/20/2011 17,094 SmartFire
4/6/2011 248,358 KDHE 4/21/2011 613 SmartFire
4/7/2011 34,469 KDHE 4/22/2011 5,624 SmartFire
4/8/2011 178,071 KDHE 4/23/2011 1,500 SmartFire
4/9/2011 84,244 KDHE 4/24/2011 944 SmartFire
4/10/2011 7,133 KDHE 4/25/2011 110 KDHE
4/11/2011 136,975 KDHE 4/26/2011 3,207 KDHE
4/12/2011 298,243 KDHE 4/27/2011 880 KDHE
4/13/2011 291,296 KDHE 4/28/2011 139,697 KDHE
4/14/2011 58,259 KDHE 4/29/2011 19,134 KDHE
4/15/2011 185 KDHE 4/30/2011 13,104 KDHE

The SmartFire model was used to estimate daily burn estimates when estimates from
KDHE were not available (April 1-3 and April 17-24). SmartFire combines multiple sources of
fire information and reconciles them into a unified GIS database. SmartFire data sources
include space-borne sensors and ground-based reports, thus drawing on the strengths of both
data types while avoiding double counting.

8.3.2 Meteorological Conditions and Smoke Transport

Smoke transport, which refers to the movement of the smoke plumes, is important
because the smoke plumes likely contained ozone and ozone precursors. Smoke transport was
analyzed by reviewing surface wind observations and model air parcel trajectories.
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For surface wind analysis, data from METAR sites nearest the impacted monitors were
assessed. Table 42 shows the pairings of air quality monitors to METAR sites used throughout
this report to examine meteorological conditions near the air quality monitors. Vector winds
averaged over several hours were used in this analysis because they represent pollution
transport better than scalar winds. These vector winds, along with other meteorological
parameters (e.g., temperature), were evaluated with surface and upper-level observations,
radar, and satellite maps to obtain a comprehensive view of the meteorological patterns on the
days when 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm.

Table 4. METAR sites used to represent meteorological conditions near air quality
monitors with 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm.

Approx. Distance
METAR Site Location Between Air Quality and
METAR Stations

Air Quality

Monitors

, a Chanute Martin Johnson ,
Mine Creek KCNU Ao, Elierie, [ 50 miles
Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, .
Peck KICT Wichita, KS 12 miles
Wichita Health Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, .
Dept. Nier Wichita, KS 1 lleE
. Wichita Mid-Continent Airport, .
Sedgwick KICT Wichita, KS 18 miles
Forbes Field Airport, Topeka,
KFOE KS 6 miles
KNI-Topeka KTOP Philip Billard Municipal Airport, 6 miles
Topeka, KS
. Manhattan Regional Airport, :
Konza Prairie KMHK Manhattan, KS 5 miles

& Mine Creek is a rural site and has no nearby METAR station with quality-controlled data. KCNU was the
closest meteorological station with weather conditions similar to those at Mine Creek on April 6, 2011.

AIRNow-Tech and the HYSPLIT model were used to create backward trajectories ending
at each impacted monitor. AIRNow-Tech allows for easy visualization of several data sets,
including air quality observations, meteorological data, fire and smoke data, and trajectories.
Trajectories ending at 50, 100, and 500 m above the impacted monitors were modeled to show
flow patterns throughout the surface-based mixed layer. The mixed layer was estimated using
atmospheric soundings taken at 06:00 and 18:00 at the KTOP (Topeka, Kansas) and KOUN
(Norman, Oklahoma) sites. Trajectory heights above the surface were also examined over the
course of each trajectory path to ensure that they remained near the surface where smoke
impacts were likely greatest. Trajectory images were created at two-hour intervals during the 8-
hour window contributing to the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm on the event
days; the entire suite of trajectories created can be found in Appendix A.
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8.3.3 Air Quality Conditions

Time-series of air quality and meteorological parameters were analyzed to assess the
presence of smoke at the impacted monitors. Marked increases of ozone concentrations, in
coincidence with similar increases in PM, and PM.s concentrations and decreases in observed
visibility, may indicate the arrival of smoke in the vicinity of the impacted monitors. In addition,
specific meteorological conditions (such as smoke, haze, or thunderstorms) reported at airports
by human observers were considered.

8.4 Findings

This subsection contains the results of the causal relationship demonstration for the four
days when 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm. Fire and smoke locations,
meteorological conditions and smoke transport, and air quality conditions are described for each
day.

April 6, 2011

The results below demonstrate that ozone and ozone precursors in smoke plumes from
fires in the Flint Hills caused the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm at the Mine
Creek, Peck, and Wichita Health Dept. monitors on April 6, 2011. Factors supporting this
conclusion include:

Numerous fires burning in the Flint Hills region.

Low-level winds and model trajectories showing transport of smoke from fires to the impacted
monitors.

Reductions in visibility, increases in PM concentrations, and visual reports of smoke in
coincidence with rapid increases in ozone concentrations at the impacted monitors.

8-hour ozone concentrations below 0.075 ppm at monitors that were not impacted by smoke.

Evidence of Fires

KDHE estimated that 248,358 acres burned on April 6 in the Flint Hills region; this is the
third highest daily burn acreage estimate in April 2011. Fires were concentrated in the Flint Hills
region, generally south of Topeka and east of Wichita, with additional fires extending further
south near Tulsa, Oklahoma (Figure 4-1).
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. 8-Hour Ozone Exceedance Monitors

® NOAAHMS Fire Detects

Figure 4. Fire locations on April 6, 2011, from NOAA-HMS. Numerous fires were
detected in the Flint Hills region.

Meteorological Conditions and Smoke Transport

Meteorological conditions on April 6, 2011, indicated transport of smoke from fires in the
Flint Hills to the impacted monitors. A weak 500 mb ridge of high pressure was located over the
central United States. Upper-level ridges are generally associated with a stable atmosphere
and reduced vertical mixing (Figure 4-2). At the surface, a low-pressure system was over lowa
and a cold front extended west-southwestward across central Kansas (Figure 4-3).

MODIS visible satellite imagery (Figure 4-4) and METAR observations indicated partly
cloudy skies over eastern Kansas through the day. Satellite imagery also showed smoke in
cloud-free areas over eastern Oklahoma and southeastern Kansas. The 06:00 KOUN
sounding, representative of the pre-frontal air mass over Oklahoma and southeastern Kansas,
showed a strong (approximately 7°C) temperature inversion from the surface to about 1100 m
above ground level (AGL) (Figure 4-5). The inversion was strongest between 650 and 1100 m
AGL, indicating that pollutants emitted from the surface (e.g., smoke from fires) were likely
trapped below that level.

At 06:00, the cold front was northwest of Wichita. Ahead of the front, winds were
southerly at the three impacted monitors. As the cold front moved through the Wichita area at
around 12:00, winds shifted from southerly to northerly (Figure 4-6), bringing air parcels into
Wichita from the north and northeast, where they had passed through numerous fires
(Figure 47). As the cold front approached the Mine Creek monitor, winds shifted from southerly
to southwesterly, carrying air parcels that had passed through numerous fires over southeastern
Kansas and northeastern Oklahoma. The trajectories remained below 100 m AGL while
passing through the fire/smoke area, indicating that air parcels arriving at the receptor monitors
were probably heavily impacted by the smoke.
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500-Millibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 4. 500 mb heights at 06:00 on April 6, 2011, showing a weak ridge of high
pressure over eastern Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. Surface weather map for 06:00 on April 6, 2011, showing a cold front over
eastern Kansas, with southerly winds ahead and northerly winds behind the front.
Source: NWS.
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Smoke

Oklahoma
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Figure 4. MODIS-AQUA visible satellite image from about 13:35 on April 6, 2011.
Smoke is visible over east-central Kansas. Southeastern Kansas is obscured by cirrus
clouds (white areas). Source: Space Science and Engineering Center (SSEC).
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KOUN at 06:00 on April 6, 2011, showing a strong
temperature inversion near 650 m AGL, likely trapping smoke emitted at the surface
beneath that level. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. Hourly wind speed and direction at KICT on April 6, 2011. A distinct wind shift
from southerly to northerly occurred with the cold frontal passage at 12:00. Lines point to
direction in which wind is going.
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Figure 4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 6, 2011. For
this and all similar trajectory plots, Height 1 = 50 m, Height 2 = 100 m, and Height 3 = 500
m, corresponding to ending height above the impacted monitor. Red dots and gray
shading show cumulative daily fire and smoke locations, respectively. Southerly winds
transported smoke to the Mine Creek monitor. Northerly winds transported smoke from
the northern Flint Hills into the Wichita area monitors. Plot created in AIRNow-Tech.
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Air Quality Conditions

PM.s concentrations at the Mine Creek monitor (Figure 4-8) and PM;, concentrations at
Wichita-area monitors (Figure 4-9) increased on the afternoon of April 6, coincident with the
arrival of smoke shown by the trajectory analyses. Reports of smoke and haze with reduced
visibility in Wichita coincided with higher PM1, concentrations, indicating that the higher PM1,
concentrations were likely associated with smoke and not dust or other pollutants. When PM;s
and PMy, concentrations increased, ozone concentrations also increased rapidly at the
impacted monitors (Figures 4-8 and 4-10), indicating enhancement of ozone production with
the arrival of the smoke plumes.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone and PM;s concentrations at Mine Creek on April 6, 2011. Ozone
and PM. s concentrations both increased rapidly at 15:00, likely indicating the arrival of
smoke.
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Figure 4. Hourly PMy, concentrations (left axis) and visibility (right axis) at Wichita area
monitors on April 6, 2011. Grey and green bars at bottom of chart indicate hourly reports
of smoke and haze, respectively, by KICT airport observers. PMj, concentrations
increased rapidly in coincidence with reductions in visibility and reports of smoke and
haze, indicating the arrival of smoke.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone (blue colors, top two lines) and PMy, (red colors, bottom three
lines) concentrations at Wichita area monitors on April 6, 2011. Ozone and PMy,
concentrations increased rapidly at 12:00 in the Wichita area, coincident with passage of
a cold front and arrival of smoke from the north.
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April 12, 2011

The results below demonstrate that ozone and ozone precursors in smoke plumes from
fires in the Flint Hills caused the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm at the KNI-
Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors on April 12, 2011. Factors supporting this conclusion
include

Numerous fires burning in the Flint Hills region.

Low-level winds and model trajectories indicating recirculation and transport of smoke from fires
to the impacted monitors.

Reductions in visibility, increases in PM concentrations, and visual reports of smoke in
coincidence with rapid increases in ozone concentrations at the impacted monitors.

8-hour ozone concentrations below 0.075 ppm at monitors that were not impacted by smoke.

Existence of Fires

Fires on April 12, 2011, were concentrated in the Flint Hills region from northeastern
Oklahoma northward across Kansas and surrounding the impacted monitors (Figure 4-11).
KDHE estimated that 298,243 acres burned on April 12; this is the highest daily burn acreage
estimate in April 2011.

8-Hour Ozone Exceedance Monitors

® NOAAHMS Fire Detects

Figure 4. Fire locations (red dots) on April 12, 2011, from NOAA-HMS. Numerous fires
were detected in the Flint Hills region near the impacted monitors.
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Meteorological Conditions and Smoke Transport

Meteorological conditions on April 12, 2011, promoted the recirculation and transport of
smoke from fires in the Flint Hills to the impacted monitors. Aloft, a ridge of high pressure was
located over the central United States; aloft high pressure ridges are normally associated with
reduced vertical mixing (Figure 4-12). At the surface, a broad high-pressure system over the
central and southern Plains resulted in light winds across eastern Kansas during the overnight
and morning hours (Figure 4-13). In the afternoon, the surface high gradually shifted eastward,
resulting in light-to-moderate southerly winds across eastern Kansas. As shown by visible
satellite imagery and area METAR observations, skies were clear across eastern Kansas for
most of the day, with a few mid- and high-level clouds approaching from western Kansas
(Figure 4-14). Visible satellite imagery showed extensive smoke over the Flint Hills region; the
smoke was moving northward across the impacted monitors.

Atmospheric stability conditions on April 12 indicated that smoke would likely remain
trapped near the surface. The 06:00 KTOP sounding (Figure 4-15) showed a strong
(approximately 10°C) temperature inversion from the surface to nearly 300 m AGL,; this
inversion was due to cool overnight temperatures caused by clear skies and light winds. In
addition, a subsidence inversion was located near 1400 m AGL. These inversions indicated that
vertical mixing would be limited and that smoke would initially remain trapped near the ground.
The 18:00 KTOP sounding (Figure 4-16) showed that although surface heating under sunny
skies had ended the surface inversion, a subsidence inversion remained near 1700 m AGL;
smoke emitted at the surface was likely trapped in the surface-to-1700 m AGL layer.
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. C1000 Ny
TUE, APR 17, 2011
500-Hillibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 4. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 12, 2011, showing a ridge of high pressure
over eastern Kansas, indicating reduced vertical mixing. Source: NWS.
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Surface Weather Hap and Station Weather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 4. Surface weather map for 06:00 on April 12, 2011, showing high pressure with
light winds over eastern Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. MODIS-AQUA visible satellite image from about 13:35 on April 12, 2011.
Smoke is visible over the Flint Hills region impacting Konza Prairie and KNI-Topeka.
Source: SSEC.
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KTOP at 18:00 on April 12, 2011. A stable layer above 800
mb likely trapped smoke emitted at the ground in the surface-to-1700 m AGL layer.

Source: NWS.
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As winds gradually increased from the south across eastern Kansas (Figure 4-17),
trajectories ending at the impacted monitors showed recirculation and indicated that air parcels
spent several hours of residence time over the numerous fires in the Flint Hills region
(Figure 418). The trajectories also remained below 100 m AGL while passing through the
fire/smoke area. It is important to note that similar trajectories ending at Wichita and Kansas
City area monitors did not pass through the region of widespread fires and smoke and that
those monitors did not record 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm.

Air Quality Conditions

PM;o concentrations at Topeka (Figure 4-19) increased rapidly after 13:00 on April 12,
coincident with the arrival of smoke-influenced air shown by the trajectory analysis and visible
satellite imagery. Smoke and haze with reduced visibilities were also reported at KTOP and
KMHK around 14:00 on April 12 (Figure 4-20), indicating that the higher PM1, concentrations
were associated with smoke and not dust or other pollutants. At KNI-Topeka, ozone and PMy,
concentrations peaked at 17:00 (Figure 4-21), and at Konza Prairie ozone concentrations
peaked at 14:00, when smoke was reported and visibilities were rapidly reduced.
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Figure 4. Hourly wind speed and direction at KTOP on April 12, 2011. Winds were calm
for most of the overnight and morning hours; light southerly winds in the afternoon
transported smoke to the impacted monitors. Lines point to direction in which wind is

going.
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Figure 4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at KNI-Topeka and Konza
Prairie sites at 16:00 on April 12, 2011. Northerly winds the previous day diminished
overnight and switched to southerly during the day, resulting in recirculation and transport
of smoke to the impacted monitors. Plot created in AIRNow-Tech.
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Figure 4. Hourly PM1, concentrations and visibility at Topeka on April 12, 2011.

Increases in PMy, concentrations were coincident with decreases in visibility and reports
of smoke, indicating the arrival of smoke at Topeka.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone concentrations at Konza Prairie and visibility at KMHK on April
12, 2011. Ozone concentrations increased rapidly after 12:00, coinciding with decreases
in visibility and reports of smoke, indicating the arrival of smoke.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone and PM;, concentrations at KNI-Topeka on April 12, 2011.
Ozone and PMy, concentrations both increased rapidly after 12:00 with the arrival of
smoke.

April 13, 2011

The results below demonstrate that ozone and ozone precursors in smoke plumes from
fires in the Flint Hills caused the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm at Konza Prairie
on April 13, 2011. Factors supporting this conclusion include

Numerous fires burning in the Flint Hills region.

Low-level winds and model trajectories indicating transport of smoke from fires to the impacted
monitor.

Reductions in visibility with rapid increases in ozone concentrations at the impacted monitor.

Existence of Fires

Fires on April 13, 2011, were again concentrated in the Flint Hills region, from
northeastern Oklahoma northward to south of Topeka (Figure 4-22). KDHE estimated that
291,296 acres burned on April 13; this is the second highest daily burn acreage estimate in April
2011.
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©  8-Hour Ozone Exceedance Monitors

® NOAAHMS Fire Detects

Figure 4. Fire locations on April 13, 2011, from NOAA-HMS. Numerous fires were
detected in the Flint Hills region south and southeast of the Konza Prairie monitor.

Meteorological Conditions and Smoke Transport

Meteorological conditions supported the transport of smoke from fires in the Flint Hills to
the Konza Prairie monitor. The upper-level ridge of high pressure over the central United States
on April 12 shifted eastward and weakened slightly by April 13 (Figure 4-23). At the surface, a
broad high pressure system encompassed the Gulf Coast states northward to the Great Lakes
(Figure 4-24). A frontal system was located across western Kansas in the morning; the front
shifted slowly eastward through the day. Between the cold front and high pressure system,
eastern Kansas had light to moderate south-southeasterly surface flow. Visible satellite imagery
indicated a persistent area of mid- and high-level clouds throughout the day over the Konza
Prairie monitor; persistent cloud cover is not typically associated with local ozone production.
Smoke was evident over southeastern Kansas, where skies were otherwise clear; smoke was
also evident across neighboring states (Figure 4-25).

Atmospheric stability conditions on April 13 indicated limited vertical mixing. The 06:00
KTOP sounding showed a temperature inversion from the surface to 300 m AGL with several
weaker subsidence inversions aloft (Figure 4-26). The morning temperature profile over
Kansas indicated limited mixing at the surface because of the nocturnal inversion. The 18:00
KTOP sounding showed a stable layer between about 1700 and 2700 m AGL, indicating that
smoke emitted at the surface was likely trapped below 1700 m (Figure 4-27).
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500-Hillibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

L-120” . S ©NH 100
. WED, BRPR 13, 2011

Figure 4. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 13, 2011, showing a ridge of high pressure
east of Kansas. Source: NWS.

Surface Heather Hap and Station Heather at 7:00 A.HM. E.S.T.

Figure 4. Surface weather map for 06:00 on April 13, 2011, showing a high pressure
ridge over the Mississippi Valley that caused south-southeasterly winds across eastern
Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Kansas

Missouri

Arkansas

Figure 4. MODIS-TERRA visible satellite image from about 12:00 on April 13, 2011.
Clouds (white) were present over Konza Prairie for much of the day, which is atypical of
days with high ozone levels. Widespread smoke (gray) is visible over cloud-free regions
of Kansas and neighboring states. Source: SSEC.
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KTOP at 06:00 on April 13, 2011. A temperature inversion at
300 m AGL indicated limited vertical mixing during the morning hours. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KTOP at 18:00 on April 13, 2011. A stable layer between
1700 and 2700 m AGL likely limited vertical mixing, trapping smoke emitted from the
surface below 1700 m. Source: NWS.

24-hour backward trajectories ending at 10:00 on April 13 at Konza Prairie originated
over southeastern Kansas and passed through the region of numerous April 12 fires in the Flint
Hills (Figure 4-28). Trajectories ending at Konza Prairie in the afternoon continued to pass
through fires and smoke in the Flint Hills (Figure 4-29); this is reflective of persistent south-
southeasterly flow throughout the day across eastern Kansas (Figure 4-30). Because of the
widespread smoke across the region, ozone formation was likely enhanced at monitors other
than Konza Prairie. However, trajectories ending in Konza Prairie passed through the region of
the most numerous fires in the Flint Hills, whereas similar trajectories ending in Wichita, Topeka,
or Kansas City would have passed through fewer fires. Thus, the smoke impacts were likely
most concentrated at Konza Prairie.

Air Quality Conditions

PM.s and PM,, observations were not available at Konza Prairie. However, visibility
observations at KMHK (five miles from Konza Prairie) showed haze and reduced visibility for
much of the day, likely due to persistent smoke transport by south-southeasterly winds from
fires in the Flint Hills (Figure 4-31). Ozone concentrations increased most rapidly at Konza
Prairie between 06:00 and 09:00 and again between 12:00 and 14:00 before peaking at 15:00.
In comparison, KICT and KFOE reported no visibility obstructions during the afternoon, and air
quality monitors near those airports showed lower ozone concentrations, supporting the
conclusion that smoke on April 13 affected Konza Prairie most strongly compared to other
Kansas air quality monitors.
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Figure 4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 10:00 on April 13, 2011.
Southeasterly winds over the 24-hour period transported smoke to the Konza Prairie
monitor. Plot created in AIRNow-Tech.
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Figure 4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 13, 2011.
Southeasterly winds passed over areas of numerous fires and transported smoke to the
Konza Prairie monitor throughout the day. Plot created in AIRNow-Tech.
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Figure 4. Hourly wind speed and direction at KMHK on April 13, 2011. Persistent south
to southeasterly winds transported smoke to the Konza Prairie monitor. Lines point to
direction in which wind is going.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone concentrations at Konza Prairie and visibility at KMHK on April
13, 2011. Ozone concentrations increased rapidly between 06:00 and 09:00 and
between 12:00 and 14:00, coincident with reductions in visibility and reports of haze,
indicating the arrival of smoke from fires.
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April 29, 2011

The results below demonstrate that ozone and ozone precursors in smoke plumes from
fires in Texas and Mexico caused the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm at the
Peck and Sedgwick monitors on April 29, 2011. Factors supporting this conclusion include

Numerous large fires burning in northern Texas.
Low-level winds and model trajectories indicating transport of smoke from fires to the impacted
monitors.

Existence of Fires

On April 29, 2011, numerous fires were burning in Texas and northeastern Mexico
(Figure 4-32). Many of the Texas and Mexico fires had been burning since April 25.
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°

NOAA HMS Fire Detects

Figure 4. Fire locations on April 29, 2011, from NOAA-HMS. Several fires were detected
in north-central and west Texas.

Meteorological Conditions and Smoke Transport

Meteorological conditions supported the transport of smoke from the fires in northern
Texas to the Wichita-area monitors. Early on April 29, an upper-level ridge of high pressure was
located over the central United States. Upper-level ridges are normally associated with
increased atmospheric stability and reduced vertical mixing (Figure 4-33). At the surface, high
pressure was located over the Gulf Coast region and a low-pressure system was organizing
over the Rockies. Wichita was in a region of moderate southerly winds (Figure 4-34). Visible
satellite imagery indicated mostly clear skies over Wichita with an area of high cirrus clouds
passing over the region between 14:00 and 16:00. MODIS satellite imagery indicated
widespread haze and/or smoke across the southern Plains, including the Wichita area
(Figure 4-35).
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500-Hillibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 4. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 29, 2011, showing a strong ridge of high
pressure over the central United States. Source: NWS.

Surface Weather Map and Station Weather at 7:00 A.H. E.S.T.

Figure 4. Surface weather map for 06:00 on April 29, 2011, showing high pressure over
the Gulf Coast, with moderate southerly winds across Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. MODIS-TERRA visible satellite image from about 12:00 on April 29, 2011.
Widespread smoke and haze is visible over northeast Mexico, west and north Texas,
western Oklahoma, and south central Kansas. Source: SSEC.

Low-level atmospheric conditions over the Wichita area were conducive to long-range
smoke transport while trapping incoming smoke near the surface. The KOUN sounding from
06:00 on April 29 showed a temperature inversion from the surface to nearly 300 m AGL
(Figure 4-36). Winds were light at the surface but quickly increased to over 30 knots just above
the inversion. The 18:00 KOUN sounding showed a well-mixed layer with strong southerly
winds from the surface to a strong inversion near 1500 m AGL (Figure 4-37).

24-hour backward trajectories ending in the afternoon near Wichita originated in a large
smoke plume over Texas and Oklahoma, indicating transport of smoke northward (Figure 438).
Strong, persistent southerly winds observed in Wichita also indicate long-range transport of
smoke from the fires in Texas (Figure 4-39). Wind gusts exceeded 40 knots in Wichita for
several hours on April 29; wind speeds of this magnitude would normally disperse pollutants and
are very atypical of high ozone levels. Compared to other Kansas air quality monitors, the
monitors in the Wichita area were closer to the smoke sources and would have been impacted
for a longer period of time by smoke.
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KOUN at 06:00 on April 29, 2011, showing light winds and an
inversion from the surface to 300 m AGL, indicating limited vertical mixing during the

morning hours. Source: NWS.
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Figure 4. Radiosonde from KOUN at 18:00 on April 29, 2011. Moderate to strong winds
through the mixed layer from the surface to 1500 m AGL transported smoke into the
Wichita area. A stable layer and inversion above 1500 m trapped incoming smoke

beneath that level. Source: NWS.






Kansas Exceptional Events Causal Relationship

. : \ Czone 1-hr (pphk)
J % ‘9 } :? ‘?\Q B: @ 0-80
| ! 61 52 O 6173
£ . é 3 \] (\\ﬂ O s0-39
? ? J 35 ngds ) g?{ \ o 10o-1
=/ 61 65 S &Idzs 64 59 o 1z-124
£é j ‘ l; DL?Z g 62 @«,(; .
& A . = ) } 3 i) (15,?::1 O Missing or Bad Data
- : A: : 84 | Wind
sedQWiCK (&082 pdeG‘:s & & ) ) B : r Northery wind
Peck ( .379 ppm) & . (Ei. J;B S oum
7 F :} Il AQDsta
S - Il nNwsDaa
:{ {mis) {mph}
— =125 =280
o \'9’5/ :‘J i A— 250 6.26
=4 500 1118
y bW 750 16.78
o W w000 2297
W 500 2358
o W s0 aens
WM 250 s0m
- o b 2500 ssm2
e By 3500 7Bz
B 3750 330
k. so00 11188
4 J . é HYSPLIT Trajectories
. Height 1 _
)lé ) L & o
o L] W°
"y \\“‘C"J (‘ntef\‘

D=4l
Figure 4. 24-hour backward HYSPLIT trajectories ending at 16:00 on April 29, 2011.

Strong southerly winds continued to transport smoke into the Wichita area. Plot created
in AIRNow-Tech.
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Figure 4. Hourly wind speed and direction at KICT on April 29, 2011. Southerly winds
transported smoke into the Wichita area. Winds of this magnitude would normally
disperse pollutants and are not typical of days with high ozone levels. Lines point to
direction in which wind is going.
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Air Quality Conditions

PM;, concentrations at Wichita area monitors were elevated, increasing steadily during
the morning of April 29 and peaking at 13:00 (Figure 4-40). Visibility at KICT was not impaired
on April 29 except for a brief reduction at 12:00, at which point PM+, concentrations were near
their peak for the day. The strong winds on April 29 likely enhanced dispersion of the smoke as
it moved northward into the Wichita area. This may explain why there was only a minimal effect
on visibility compared to April 6, 12, and 13, when winds were lighter and the fires were much
closer to the receptor monitors. Ozone concentrations at Wichita area monitors increased
gradually through the day and peaked in the late afternoon (Figure 4-41), unlike the distinct,
rapid increases and decreases in 0zone concentrations noted on the other days with 8-hour
ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm.
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Figure 4. Hourly ozone (blue colors, top two lines) and PMy, (red colors, bottom three
lines) concentrations at Wichita area monitors on April 29, 2011. Ozone concentrations
increased steadily through the day, while PM,, concentrations increased significantly
between 09:00 and 12:00. The strong winds on April 29 likely enhanced mixing and may
have resulted in the smoother ozone diurnal profile compared to other days in April 2011
when 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm. The PM, concentration at
12:00 at Pawnee was missing.
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Figure 4. Hourly PM4, concentrations and visibility at Wichita area monitors on April 29,
2011. Visibility was marginally reduced at 12:00, coincident with high PMy,
concentrations. The strong winds on April 29 likely enhanced mixing and resulted in
better visibility compared to the other days in April 2011 when 8-hour ozone
concentrations were above 0.075 ppm.

46





Kansas Exceptional Events Historical Norm

9.1

9. Historical Norm

Summary of Results

A weight of evidence of findings shows that ozone concentrations on April 6, 12, 13, and

29, 2011, were unusual and in excess of normal historical fluctuations. Key points include:

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

13.1

Maximum 8-hour and 1-hour ozone concentrations at the monitors where 8-hour ozone
concentrations exceeded 0.075 ppm on April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011, were above the
95" percentile at each monitor for all April days in the 2006—2011 period.

In general, hourly ozone concentrations fluctuated more on the days when 8hour ozone
concentrations exceeded 0.075 ppm than on other days with elevated ozone levels but
without smoke impacts.

Temperatures on April 6 and 12 were much cooler than on typical days with high ozone
levels but without smoke impacts, and temperatures on April 13 and 29 were slightly
cooler than on typical days with high ozone levels but without smoke impacts. The lower
temperatures observed on these four days were unusual because high ozone levels are
normally associated with warmer temperatures.

On April 6, 12, and 29, ozone concentrations were highest in the areas with greatest
smoke impacts.

The 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm in April 2011 would not have
occurred if the ozone concentrations on the hours likely impacted by smoke were
replaced by the 95" percentile values.

Methods

Several techniques were employed to develop a weight of evidence demonstrating

whether the measured ozone values on the April 2011 smoke-impact days, when 8-hour ozone
concentrations exceeded 0.075 ppm, were in excess of normal historical fluctuations, including
the following:

14.

Comparing observed ozone concentrations on the April 2011 smoke-impact days
to historical observations. The purpose of this analysis is to determine whether the
observed ozone concentrations on the smoke-impact days were in excess of normal
historical fluctuations; this is the primary method for assessing whether the 8-hour ozone
concentrations on the smoke-impact days were unusual. For this assessment, historical
daily cumulative distributions of daily 1-hour and 8-hour ozone were created by site for
the April 2006—2011 period. Concentrations in excess of the 95" percentile are
considered to be unusual®.

2 Excluding days on which concentrations caused by exceptional events exceed the 95" percentile threshold
employs a general test of statistical significance and has the effect of ensuring that such concentrations would clearly
fall beyond the range of normal expectations for air quality during a particular time of year. Source: “The Treatment
of Data Influenced by Exceptional Events,” 71 FR 12598
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15.

16.

17.

18.

18.1

Comparing diurnal ozone profiles on the April 2011 smoke-impact days to diurnal
profiles on historical high ozone days. Diurnal patterns in ozone concentrations on
the April 2011 smoke-impact days were compared to diurnal patterns in ozone on
-typical days that showed high ozone concentrations but were not affected by smoke.
Due to the very small number of days in which 8-hour ozone concentrations were above
0.075 ppm, “high ozone days” were defined as days with 8-hour ozone concentrations of
at least 0.070 ppm. On the historical days with high ozone concentrations, smoke
impacts were assessed at each monitor by visible satellite imagery, fire and smoke
location data, and trajectory analysis; days with potential smoke impacts were excluded
from this analysis. To obtain a larger set of historical high ozone days without smoke
impacts for this comparison, days in both April and May 2006-2011 were used in this
analysis.

Comparing temperatures on the April 2011 smoke-impact days to historical high
ozone days. High ozone concentrations normally occur on warm, cloud-free days. If
high temperatures at the monitors where 8-hour ozone concentrations exceeded

0.075 ppm on the April 2011 smoke-impact days are lower than temperatures on typical
days with high ozone concentrations (and without smoke impacts), the ozone
concentrations on the April 2011 smoke-impact days may be considered unusual. These
comparisons were made using METAR observations from stations representative of
conditions at the impacted monitors.

Evaluating the spatial pattern of ozone concentrations on the April 2011 smoke-
impact days. The purpose of this analysis was to determine whether ozone
concentrations were high at all sites in the area (i.e., high regional concentrations) or
only at isolated locations (i.e., localized impacts). High ozone concentrations at only the
isolated monitors most impacted by smoke may be considered unusual. For this
evaluation, 8-hour ozone concentrations and fire and smoke locations were examined at
monitors across the central and southern Plains region on the four smoke-impact days in
April 2011 using AIRNow-Tech Navigator and GIS.

Assessing replacement of ozone data on the April 2011 smoke-impact days with
historical data. The smoke-affected measurements on the April 2011 smoke-impact
days may be considered unusual if their replacement with the 95" percentiles of the
historical data set results in ozone levels below the 8-hour standard. For this evaluation,
95" percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour and monitor were calculated and plotted
against the diurnal ozone profiles on the April 2011 smoke-impact days. The ozone
measurements likely impacted by smoke were replaced with the 95" percentile values,
and new 8-hour ozone concentrations were calculated. Smoke impact was assessed
using the methods described in Section 4.3.

Findings

18.1.1 Historical Cumulative Distributions

The 8-hour ozone concentrations in April 2011 were above normal historical

levels. Table 5-1 shows that the 8-hour ozone concentrations were above the 95" percentile
compared to the historical data set at each monitor. Figures 5-1 through 5-6 show histograms
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of daily 8-hour ozone concentrations at the six impacted monitors for all April days with available
data since 2006 and the corresponding 95" percentile values. The 8-hour ozone concentrations
on April 6 at Peck and Mine Creek, on April 12 at KNI-Topeka, and on April 29 at Sedgwick were
the highest of any day at those sites in April in the multi-year data set. The April 6, 2011, 8-hour
concentration at Mine Creek was the only value above 0.075 ppm in the historical data set at
that monitor.

Table 5. Percentiles of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 2011 smoke-impact days
relative to the historical data set in April and May.

Monitor Date in 8-hour Ozone Percentile Data Set
2011 Concentration (ppm) Available

Mine Creek April 6 0.076 100" 2006-2011
Peck April 6 0.082 100" 2006-2011
Wichita Health Dept. April 6 0.079 ggth 2006-2011
KNI-Topeka April 12 0.084 100" 2007-2011
Konza Prairie April 12 0.078 ogh 2006-2011
Konza Prairie April 13 0.079 99 2006-2011
Peck April 29 0.077 o8t 2006-2011
Sedgwick April 29 0.082 100" 2009-2011
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at Mine Creek for April

2006-2011. The 8-hour ozone concentration on April 6, 2011 was in excess of the 95"
percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at Peck for April
20062011. The 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6 and 29, 2011, were in excess of
the 95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at Wichita Health Dept.
for April 2006-2011. The 8-hour ozone concentration on April 6, 2011, was in excess of
the 95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at KNI-Topeka for April
2007-2011. The 8-hour ozone concentration on April 12, 2011, was in excess of the 95th
percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at Konza Prairie for April
2006-2011. The 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 12 and 13, 2011, were in excess of
the 95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 8-hour average ozone concentrations at Sedgwick for April
2009-2011. The 8-hour ozone concentration on April 29, 2011, was in excess of the 95th
percentile.

The daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations in April 2011 were above normal
historical levels. Table 5-2 shows that the maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at each
monitor on the event days were above the 95" percentile, indicating that the observed ozone
concentrations were very unusual. Figures 5-7 through 5-12 show histograms similar to
Figures 5-1 through 5-6, but for daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations. On April 6 at Mine
Creek, April 12 at KNI-Topeka, and April 13 at Konza Prairie, the daily maximum 1-hour ozone
concentrations reported were the highest hourly readings reported at those monitors on any
April day in the historical data set, illustrating the infrequency of these events.

Table 5. Percentiles of 1-hour ozone concentrations on smoke-impact days in April 2011
relative to historical data set.

Monitor Date in Max 1-hour Ozone Percentile Data Set

2011 Concentration (ppm) Available
Mine Creek April 6 0.091 100" 2006-2011
Peck April 6 0.109 9ot 2006-2011
Wichita Health Dept. | April 6 0.102 99" 2006-2011
KNI-Topeka April 12 0.108 100" 2007-2011
Konza Prairie April 12 0.088 96" 2006-2011
Konza Prairie April 13 0.095 100" 2006-2011
Peck April 29 0.084 97" 2006-2011
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at Mine Creek for April 2006-
2011. The maximum 1-hour ozone concentration on April 6, 2011, was in excess of the
95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at Peck for April 2006-2011. The

maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations on April 6 and 29, 2011, were in excess of the
95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at Wichita Health Dept. for April

2006-2011. The maximum 1-hour ozone concentration on April 6, 2011, was in excess of
the 95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at KNI-Topeka for April 2007-
2011. The maximum 1-hour ozone concentration on April 12, 2011, was in excess of the
95th percentile.
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Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at Konza Prairie for April 2006-
2011. The maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations on April 12 and 13, 2011, were in
excess of the 95th percentile.

95th
percentile

04/29/2011

0 TTT T T T T T T TTTTTT

> ¥ © © © © O O 0O O &8 §1 O O O o B

Daily Maximum 1-hour Ozone (ppm)

Figure 5. Daily maximum 1-hour ozone concentrations at Sedgwick for April 2009-2011.
The maximum 1-hour ozone concentration on April 29, 2011, was in excess of the 95th
percentile.
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18.1.2 Diurnal Ozone Profiles

Diurnal ozone profiles at the smoke-impacted monitors on April 6, 12, and 13 were
different from profiles at monitors that were not affected by smoke and suggest smoke
impacts at specific hours. Figures 5-13 through 5-16 show time series of hourly ozone
concentrations at all Kansas monitors on the four April 2011 event days. On April 6
(Figure 513), ozone concentrations spiked at the Wichita area monitors at 15:00, coincident
with decreases in visibility and increases in PM,oconcentrations. In contrast, the Kansas
monitors without apparent smoke impacts did not show distinct spikes in ozone levels. Spikes
in ozone concentrations were also evident on the afternoons of April 12 (Figure 5-14) and
April 13 (Figure 5-15) at the monitors affected by smoke on those days.

Diurnal ozone profiles at the impacted monitors on April 29 (Figure 5-16) were
smoother than on the other smoke-impact days in April 2011. Possible reasons for this
observation include (1) mixing due to the very strong winds in the vicinity of the impacted
monitors and (2) a smoke plume that may have been less well-defined spatially—since the
smoke was transported from relatively distant fires in north Texas and Mexico—than the distinct
smoke plumes from nearby fires in the Flint Hills on the other smoke-impact days.

Diurnal ozone profiles on the April 2011 smoke-impact days were different from
diurnal ozone profiles on historical high-ozone, non-smoke-impact days, suggesting that
the ozone observations on the April 2011 smoke-impact days were unusual. Figures 5-17
through 5-22 show comparisons at each monitor. In general, the historical days with high
ozone concentrations exhibited smoother diurnal ozone profiles than the event days in April
2011, except for April 29 when strong winds likely enhanced mixing of the smoke plume.

56





Kansas Exceptional Events Historical Norm

0.120
0.100
e Mine Creek
e \\/ichita Health Dept.
0.080
e Peck
Sedgwick
o —— W Park City
------- Heritage Park
------ Leavenworth
" 0.040 NN
= - =Konza Prairie
eeeeee KNI-Topeka
0020 4—"——+ % L Cedar Bluff
0.000 : - : ' ' '
S 3 ® $ $ P
S Q ) N O ©
S x ® N N D

Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations at Kansas air quality monitors on April 6, 2011.
Ozone concentrations at the impacted monitors (thick lines) spiked at distinct hours, likely
due to smoke influence at the monitors. The monitors with little or no smoke impacts
(thin or dashed lines) generally had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations at Kansas air quality monitors on April 12, 2011.
Ozone concentrations at the impacted monitors (thick lines) spiked at distinct hours, likely
due to smoke influence at the monitors. The monitors with little or no smoke impacts
(thin or dashed lines) generally had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations at Kansas air quality monitors on April 13, 2011.
Ozone concentrations at the impacted monitors (thick line) spiked at distinct hours, likely
due to smoke influence at the monitors. The monitors with little or no smoke impacts
(thin or dashed lines) generally had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations at Kansas air quality monitors on April 29, 2011.
In contrast to the April 6, 12, and 13, 2011, ozone concentrations at both smoke-impacted
monitors (thicker lines) and monitors with little or no smoke impacts (thin or dashed lines)
were relatively smooth, possibly due to enhanced mixing from strong southerly winds and
plume spread associated with long-range transport.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, and historical days with high ozone
concentrations but without smoke impacts at Mine Creek. Ozone concentrations on April
6, 2011 (red line) spiked at distinct hours, likely due to the presence of smoke at the
monitor. The historical days had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 6 and 29, 2011, and historical days with high
ozone concentrations but without smoke impacts at Peck. Ozone concentrations on April
6, 2011 (thick red line) spiked at distinct hours, likely due to the presence of smoke at the
monitor. The diurnal ozone profile on April 29, 2011 (thick brown line) was smoother,
possibly due to mixing from strong winds and plume spread associated with long-range

transport. The historical days with high ozone concentrations (thin lines) also had

smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, and historical days with high ozone
concentrations but without smoke impacts at Wichita Health Dept. Ozone concentrations
on April 12, 2011 (thick red line) spiked at distinct hours, likely due to the presence of
smoke at the monitor. All but one of the historical days with high ozone concentrations

had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011, and historical days with high ozone
concentrations but without smoke impacts at KNI-Topeka. Ozone concentrations on April
12, 2011 (thick red line) spiked at distinct hours, likely due to the presence of smoke at
the monitor. The historical days with high ozone concentrations had smoother diurnal

ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 12 and 13, 2011, and historical days with high
ozone levels but without smoke impacts at Konza Prairie. Ozone concentrations on April
12, 2011 (thick brown line) and April 13, 2011 (thick red line) spiked at distinct hours,
likely due to the presence of smoke at the monitor. The historical days with high ozone
concentrations (thin lines) had smoother diurnal ozone profiles.
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Figure 5. Ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011, and historical days with high ozone
concentrations but without smoke impacts at Sedgwick. The diurnal ozone profiles on
April 29, 2011 (thick red line) and the historical days with high ozone concentrations were
relatively smooth. The smoother profile on April 29, 2011, compared to the other smoke-
impact days in April 2011 may be the result of enhanced mixing of the smoke plume due
to strong winds and plume spread associated with long-range transport.
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18.1.3 Temperatures

Temperatures at the smoke-impacted monitors on April 6 and 12, 2011, were much
lower than on other days with high ozone concentrations (Table 5-3). Temperatures on
April 13 and 29, 2001, were slightly lower than on other days with high ozone
concentrations. Since high ozone levels are normally associated with warmer temperatures,
the cooler temperatures suggest that ozone enhancement was the result of unusual
circumstances, such as a change in emissions (e.g., smoke). It is important to note that the
majority of the historical days with high ozone concentrations without smoke impacts occurred in
May, which is climatologically warmer than April in Kansas. However, it is notable that ozone
concentrations on the four smoke event days in April 2011 were generally higher than on any of
the historical high ozone concentration, non-smoke-impact days, despite (1) lower temperatures
and (2) roughly one hour less daylight than typical days in mid-May (ozone formation is normally
enhanced with a higher sun angle and longer days).

Table 5. Daily maximum temperatures, in degrees Fahrenheit, on days with high ozone
concentrations in April and May in Kansas.

Average Daily

Daily Maximum Maximum
Monitor Date in 2011 Temperature on Temperature on Non-
Smoke-Impact Day | Smoke-Impact, High
Ozone Days

Mine Creek April 6 75° 83°
Peck April 6 73° 84°
Wichita Health Dept. April 6 73° 87°
KNI-Topeka April 12 73° 84°
Konza Prairie April 12 75° 83°
Konza Prairie April 13 81° 83°
Peck April 29 81° 84°
Sedgwick April 29 81° 85°

18.1.4 Spatial Pattern of Ozone

On April 6, 12, and 29, 2001, ozone concentrations were highest in the locations
most affected by smoke. On April 13, ozone concentrations were more uniformly elevated
across the southern Plains region. Figures 5-23 through 5-26, which show peak 8-hour
average ozone concentrations on each of the smoke-impact days along with fire and smoke
locations, illustrate the following:

On April 6 (Figure 5-23), ozone concentrations were generally highest at monitors nearest the
widespread fires in eastern Kansas and northeastern Oklahoma. Locations further south across
Texas and Louisiana had lower ozone concentrations and limited smoke impacts.
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On April 12 (Figure 5-24), ozone concentrations were highest at monitors nearest the
widespread fires in eastern Kansas, especially at the KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors.
Areas of limited fire activity, such as Missouri, Arkansas, and lowa, had lower ozone levels.

On April 13 (Figure 5-25), ozone concentrations were elevated across much of the southern
Plains. In addition to the fires in Kansas, several large fires over northeastern Mexico produced
widespread smoke across parts of Texas and Oklahoma. In addition, some smoke produced
from fires on April 12 was still present over the region, which likely contributed to regional ozone
formation.

On April 29 (Figure 5-26), smoke from large fires in Texas and Mexico spread northward into
Kansas. Ozone concentrations were highest in the vicinity of the denser smoke plumes, which
impacted the Dallas-Fort Worth, Oklahoma City, and Wichita metropolitan areas.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone (ppb)
O o0-59

QO 60-69

O 7-75
Q 75

®  Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 5. Maximum 8-hour ozone concentrations and fire and smoke locations on April
6, 2011. Ozone concentrations were highest near the fires/smoke in the Flint Hills region.

63





Kansas Exceptional Events Historical Norm

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone (ppb)
0-59
60 - 69
70-75
>75

Fire Detects

Smoke Plumes

Figure 5. Maximum 8-hour ozone concentrations and fire and smoke locations on April
12, 2011. Ozone concentrations were highest near the fires/smoke in the Flint Hills
region.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone (ppb)
QO o0-59

QO 60-69

Q 70-75

Q 75

® Fire Detects

Figure 5. Maximum 8-hour ozone concentrations and fire and smoke locations on April
13, 2011. Ozone concentrations were elevated across the region, likely due to
widespread smoke.
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Figure 5. Maximum 8-hour ozone concentrations and fire and smoke locations on April
29, 2011. Ozone concentrations were highest in regions affected by smoke from fires
occurring in western and northern Texas.

18.1.5 Replace Smoke Impacted Ozone Data from Historical Data

This subsection contains data and discussion on replacing the smoke-affected ozone
measurements on April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011, with 95" percentile values of ozone
concentrations. Replacing the smoke-affected ozone measurements on the April 2011
smoke-impact days with 95" percentile values results in daily maximum 8-hour ozone
concentrations below the standard. This result indicates that the 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm in April 2011 were unusual.

Figure 5-27 shows the hourly ozone concentrations at Mine Creek on April 6, 2011,
compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-2011
period at Mine Creek. Three hours on April 6 (16:00 to 18:00) had ozone concentrations well
above the 95" percentile, indicating that those values were historically unusual. Table 5-4
shows that replacing only the peak 1-hour ozone concentration on April 6, which was likely
impacted by smoke, yields an 8-hour ozone concentration below 0.075 ppm.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, and selected percentiles of
hourly ozone concentrations at Mine Creek. Ozone concentrations on April 6 were above
the 95th percentile for several hours.

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, at Mine Creek using
95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

S Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.076
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.067
Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95% 0.073

percentile value

Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95 0.070
percentile value

Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.069
percentile value

Figure 5-28 shows the hourly ozone concentrations at Peck on April 6 and 29, 2011,
compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-2011
period at Mine Creek. Ozone concentrations were well above the 95" percentile for several
hours on both April 6 and 29, indicating that those ozone levels were historically unusual.
Tables 5-5 and 5-6 show on April 6 and April 29, respectively, that replacing the two highest
hourly ozone concentrations, which were likely affected by smoke, would result in 8-hour ozone
concentrations below the standard on both days.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 6 and 29, 2011, and selected percentiles
of hourly ozone at Peck. Ozone concentrations on April 6 and 29 were above the 95th
percentile for several hours.

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, at Peck using 95th
percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

Sl Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.082
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.068
Replace highest smoke-impacted 0078
hour with 95" percentile value '
Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" percentile 0.074
value
Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" percentile 0.073
value

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011, at Peck using 95th
percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

S Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.077
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.068
Replace highest smoke-impacted 0076
hour with 95™ percentile value '
Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" percentile 0.074
value
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Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" percentile 0.074
value

Figure 5-29 shows the hourly ozone concentrations at Wichita Health Dept. on April 6,
2011, compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-
2011 period at Wichita Health Dept. Several hours on April 6 had ozone concentrations well
above the 95" percentile, indicating that those ozone levels were unusual compared to historical
norms. Table 5-7 shows that replacing only the highest hourly ozone concentration on April 6,
which was likely affected by smoke, would result in an 8-hour ozone concentration below the
standard.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, and selected percentiles of

hourly ozone concentrations at Wichita Health Dept. Ozone concentrations on April 6
were above the 95th percentile for several hours.

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011, at Wichita Health
Dept. using 95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

SEtlall Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.079
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.068
Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95" 0.075

percentile value

Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.072
percentile value
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Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.069
percentile value

Figure 5-30 shows the hourly ozone concentrations at KNI-Topeka on April 12, 2011,
compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-2011
period. Several hours on April 12 had ozone concentrations well above the 95" percentile,
illustrating that those ozone levels were historically unusual. Table 5-8 shows that replacing the
three highest hourly ozone concentrations on April 12, which were likely affected by smoke,
would result in an 8-hour ozone concentration below the standard.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011, and selected percentiles of
hourly ozone concentrations at KNI-Topeka. Ozone concentrations on April 12 were
above the 95th percentile for several hours.

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011, at KNI-Topeka
using 95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

S Ut Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.084
95" percentile (2007-2011) 0.068
Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95 0.079

percentile value

Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95 0.077
percentile value
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Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95 0.074
percentile value

Figure 5-31 shows hourly ozone concentrations at Konza Prairie on April 12 and 13,
2011, compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-
2011 period. Several hours on both April 12 and 13 had ozone concentrations well above the
95" percentile, illustrating that those ozone levels were historically unusual. Table 5-9 shows
that replacing the three highest hourly ozone concentrations on April 12 would result in an 8-
hour ozone concentration of 0.075 ppm, which is not in exceedance of the 8-hour ozone
standard. Satellite imagery and surface weather observations demonstrated that the Konza
Prairie monitor was impacted by smoke for a minimum of three hours on April 12. Table 510
shows that replacing the two highest hourly ozone concentrations on April 13 would result in an
8-hour ozone concentration of 0.075 ppm, which is not in exceedance of the 8-hour ozone
standard. Surface weather observations demonstrated that the Konza Prairie monitor was
impacted by smoke for a minimum of two hours on April 13.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 12 and 13, 2011, and selected

percentiles of hourly ozone at Konza Prairie. Ozone concentrations on April 12 and 13
were above the 95th percentile for several hours.

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011, at Konza Prairie
using 95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

nari ;

L Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.078
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.074
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Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95" 0.076
percentile value

Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95% 0.076
percentile value

Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95% 0.075
percentile value

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 13, 2011, at Konza Prairie
using 95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

SELELL Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.079
95" percentile (2006-2011) 0.074
Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95" 0.077

percentile value

Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.075
percentile value

Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.074
percentile value

Figure 5-32 shows the hourly ozone concentrations at Sedgwick on April 29, 2011,
compared to selected percentiles of ozone concentrations by hour over the April 2006-2011
period. Ozone concentrations on April 29 were above the 95" percentile for several hours at
Sedgwick, indicating that those ozone levels were historically unusual. Table 5-11 shows that
replacing the five highest hourly ozone concentrations on April 29 would result in an 8-hour
ozone concentration below the standard. Satellite imagery and PM;, concentrations
demonstrated that the Sedgwick monitor was affected by smoke for a minimum of five hours.
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Figure 5. Hourly ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011, and selected percentiles of
hourly ozone concentrations at Sedgwick. Ozone concentrations on April 29 were in

excess of the 95th percentile for several hours.

00

Table 5. Scenarios of 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011, at Sedgwick using
95th percentile values.

Max 8-Hour Avg Ozone

SEUENC Concentration (ppm)
Observed 0.082
95" percentile (2009-2011) 0.072
Replace highest smoke-
impacted hour with 95" 0.080
percentile value
Replace two highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95" 0.078
percentile value
Replace three highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95% 0.077
percentile value
Replace four highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95% 0.076
percentile value
Replace five highest smoke-
impacted hours with 95% 0.073

percentile value
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19. But For Demonstration

19.1 Introduction

The purpose of this section is to demonstrate that the 8-hour ozone concentrations
above 0.075 ppm on April 6, 12, 13, and 29, 2011, would not have occurred but for the presence
of smoke at the impacted monitors (known as a “But For” demonstration). Two analyses were
used in this demonstration: (1) analysis of ozone concentrations on days when meteorological
conditions were similar but no smoke impacts were present, and (2) analysis of ozone
predictions from photochemical model simulations both with and without fires.

19.2 Summary of Results

Table 6-1 summarizes the results of the But For demonstration. This analysis
indicates that the April 2011 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm would not
have occurred but for the presence of smoke.

Table 6. Summary of results from the But For demonstration. Check marks indicate the
analysis demonstrated that 8-hour ozone concentrations would be below the NAAQS but
for the smoke.

8-Hour Ozone Concentration
Below NAAQS But For Smoke?

Observed 8-Hour

. Ozone
ETIED Concentratjon
m atching Day Photochemical
(Ppm) Analysis Modeling Analysis
4/06/2011 | Mine Creek 0.076 * v
4/06/2011 | Peck 0.082 v v
4/06/2011 | Wichita Health 0.079 v v
Dept.
4/12/2011 | KNI-Topeka 0.084 v v
4/12/2011 | Konza Prairie 0.078 v v
4/13/2011 | Konza Prairie 0.079 v v
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4/29/2011 | Peck 0.077 v *x

4/29/2011 | Sedgwick 0.082 v **

*No matching day was available for comparison for April 6, 2011, at the Mine Creek monitor.
**Due to long-range smoke transport that occurred on April 29, 2011, the model simulations had difficulty
replicating observed ozone levels.

19.3 Matching Days

19.3.1 Methods

To assess whether 8-hour ozone concentrations would not have been above 0.075 ppm
“but for” the smoke impacts, ozone concentrations on the smoke-event days were compared to
ozone concentrations on days when meteorological conditions were similar but there were no
smoke impacts. Only days in April and May in the years 2006-2011 were used in this analysis,
to account for seasonal and emissions representativeness. The historical days were first filtered
quantitatively for conditions similar to the four smoke-event days. The parameters chosen for
comparison are standard meteorological observations representing surface and upper-level
conditions, including daily high temperature, surface wind speeds, and 500 mb geopotential
heights; these parameters characterize the basic meteorological conditions that affect ozone
formation. The resulting potential matches were then filtered by qualitative analysis of surface
and upper-level weather patterns. The days with meteorologically matching conditions were
finally filtered for smoke impact; days when smoke may have impacted the monitor were not
considered. Smoke impact was assessed using satellite imagery, fire location data, and
trajectory analysis.

When a reasonable match was identified, 8-hour ozone concentrations on the smoke-
impact day and the matching day were compared at the affected monitors. If the 8-hour ozone
concentration was not above 0.075 ppm on the matching day, it is unlikely that 8-hour ozone
concentrations would have been above 0.075 ppm on the smoke-impact day in the absence of
smoke. The following subsections describe the meteorological conditions and ozone
concentrations on the meteorologically matching days for each of the four smoke-event days in
April 2011. A more detailed description of meteorological conditions on the smoke-event days
themselves can be found in Section 4 (Causal Relationship) of this report.

19.3.2 Matching Day Results

Smoke Event Day: April 6, 2011

Matching Day: April 6, 2008

Impacted Monitors: Peck and Wichita Health Dept. (Wichita area)
Mine Creek (southeast Kansas)
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Summary: One day without smoke impacts, but with meteorological conditions similar to those
on April 6, 2011, was identified for the Peck and Wichita Health Dept. monitors. The maximum
8-hour average ozone concentrations at the Peck and Wichita Health Dept. monitors on the
matching day were well below the federal 8-hour ozone standard (0.053 ppm and 0.051 ppm,
respectively). Thus, it is unlikely that the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm would
have occurred on the smoke-event day in the absence of smoke at those two monitors. For the
Mine Creek monitor, no matching day without smoke impacts was available for comparison.

Large-Scale Pattern: April 6, 2008, was identified as a good meteorological matching day with
limited smoke impact at the two Wichita-area monitors (Peck and Wichita Health Dept.).
Figures 6-1 and 6-2 show the 500 mb patterns on the smoke-event and matching days,
respectively. Figures 6-3 and 6-4 show the surface patterns on the smoke-event and matching
days, respectively. While the 500 mb pattern shows a trough over the central United States on
the smoke-event day and a more-zonal flow on the matching day, the surface maps are quite
similar, with a cold front bisecting Kansas and a broad surface high pressure system over the
Tennessee River Valley.

Local Conditions — Wichita Area: Surface high and low temperatures observed in Wichita
were very similar on the smoke-event and matching days, as were 850 mb temperatures at the
nearest representative sounding (Table 6-2). Skies were also mostly sunny over Wichita on
both days. Surface winds on the smoke-event and matching days were in very good
agreement, with a clear shift from moderate southerly winds in the morning to moderate
northerly winds in the afternoon. On the matching day, numerous fires were burning in the Flint
Hills region east of Wichita; however, trajectory and satellite analysis indicated that smoke from
these fires did not impact the Wichita area monitors on the matching day.

Local Conditions — Mine Creek Area: April 6, 2008, was not as useful a matching day for
conditions at Mine Creek because of substantial cloud cover and possible impacts from Flint
Hills fires. No other days in the historical data set were identified as good meteorological
matches for conditions near the Mine Creek monitor. Therefore, the matching day analysis was
not used to support the But For demonstration for the 8-hour ozone concentration at Mine Creek
on April 6, 2011.
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Figure 6. Plot of 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 6, 2011 (Smoke-Event Day), showing
a weak upper-level ridge of high pressure over eastern Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 6, 2008 (Matching Day), showing a trough of
low pressure approaching eastern Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Surface Weather Map and Station Weather at 7:00 A.H. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 6, 2011 (Smoke-Event Day), showing a cold
front over Kansas, with southerly winds ahead of the front and northerly winds behind the
front. Source: NWS.

52 092

L

. 1012 1008

o3
SUN, APR oG 2060

surface Weather Map and Station HWeather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 6, 2008 (Matching Day), showing a cold front
over Kansas, with southerly winds ahead of the front and and northerly winds behind the
front. Source: NWS.
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Table 6. Meteorological conditions and 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 6, 2011 and
April 6, 2008. Meteorological conditions on the matching and smoke-event days were
very similar, but ozone concentrations at the Wichita-area monitors on the matching day
were lower and were below the federal 8-hour ozone standard.

Parameter April 6, 2011 April .6, 2008
(Smoke Event Day) (Matching Day)
Wichita High Temp (°F) 73 72
Wichita Low Temp (°F) 54 50
Wichita 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 12.6 11.3
Wichita 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 187 199
Wichita 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 13.2 13.5
Wichita 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 6 338
Chanute High Temp (°F) 75 73
Chanute Low Temp (°F) 54 48
Chanute 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 15.6 1.7
Chanute 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 189 169
Chanute 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 9.9 10.1
Chanute 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 223 236
Topeka 12Z 850 Temp (°C) 11.8 12.2
Topeka 12Z 500 mb Height (m) 5670 5590
Surface Pattern ﬁgf grr(;r;tsiféo::s}fansas, Cold front across Kansas
500 mb Pattern Flat ridge over Kansas Trough over Kansas
Cloud Cover Most_ly sunny S \I>AVci)c:SP:Ii¥aSrLrj1T)rr]1)i/tc?rvs?rmostly
passing cirrus cloudy over Mine Creek
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Mine Creek 8-hour Ozone (ppm) 0.076 0.062°
Peck 8-hour Ozone (ppm) 0.082 0.053
Wichita 8-hour Ozone (ppm) 0.079 0.051

*The matching day showed some smoke impact at the Mine Creek monitor and thus should not be used

to support the But For demonstration.
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Smoke Event Day: April 12, 2011

Matching Days: April 27, 2006 (Matching Day 1)
May 4, 2008 (Matching Day 2)

Impacted Monitors: Konza Prairie and KNI-Topeka

Summary: Two days with meteorological conditions similar to those on the smoke-event day
were identified. The 8-hour ozone concentrations on the matching days at KNI-Topeka (0.056
ppm) and Konza Prairie (0.059 ppm and 0.063 ppm) were much lower than the federal 8-hour
ozone standard on the matching days. Thus, given the similar meteorological conditions at the
impacted monitors at the smoke-event days, it is unlikely that the 8hour ozone concentrations
above 0.075 ppm would have occurred on April 12, 2011, but for the smoke impact.

Large-Scale Pattern: On the morning of April 12, 2011, a 500 mb ridge was positioned over
the central and southern Plains (Figure 6-5). Matching Day 1 had a similar 500 mb pattern
(Figure 6-6), with a ridge of high pressure over the southern Plains and troughs of low pressure
over the western and eastern regions of the United States. Matching Day 2 had a weaker

500 mb ridge that was slightly farther west than that of the smoke-event day (Figure 6-7). At
the surface, a high-pressure system was over eastern Kansas on the smoke-event day

(Figure 68) and on the matching days (Figures 6-9 and 6-10).

Local Conditions: Overall, surface high and low temperatures at Topeka (representative of the
KNI-Topeka monitor) and Manhattan (representative of the Konza Prairie monitor) were very
similar on the smoke-event day and both matching days (Table 6-3). Skies were sunny to
mostly sunny over the two impacted monitors on the smoke-event day and both matching days.
Surface winds on the smoke-event day and matching days were qualitatively in agreement, with
light winds during the morning and winds increasing from the south in the afternoon. However,
winds were slightly stronger on the two matching days than on the smoke-event day.

On Matching Day 1, visible satellite imagery indicated some smoke from fires south of Topeka
moving northward, staying east of Konza Prairie but possibly impacting the KNI-Topeka in the
late afternoon. On Matching Day 2, smoke was not apparent on satellite imagery, but analysis
of fire and smoke data and trajectories indicate some potential smoke impact due to fires south
of the impacted monitors. However, on both matching days, the smoke appears much less
widespread and the fires are less numerous on the matching day compared to the smoke-event
day. In addition, hourly PM+, concentrations at KNI-Topeka were low (<50 3g/m?®) on Matching
Day 2 (PM+, data from KNI-Topeka were not available for Matching Day 1), and, unlike the
smoke-event day, no afternoon visibility restrictions were reported at Topeka and Manhattan on
the two matching days.
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Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 12, 2011 (Smoke Event Day), showing a
ridge of high pressure over Kansas. Source: NWS.

Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 27, 2006 (Matching Day 1), showing a ridge
of high pressure over Kansas. Source: NWS.
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Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on May 4, 2008 (Matching Day 2), showing a ridge of
high pressure west of Kansas with a trough of low pressure east. Source: NWS.
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Surface Weather Map and Station Weather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 12, 2011 (Smoke Event Day), showing high
pressure over the southern Plains. Source: NWS.
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Surface Weather Map and Station Heather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 27, 2006 (Matching Day 1), showing high
pressure over the southern Plains. Source: NWS.

Surface HWeather Hap and Station HWeather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on May 4, 2008 (Matching Day 2), showing high
pressure over the southern Plains eastward to the Ohio Valley. Source: NWS.
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Table 6. Meteorological conditions and 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 12, 2011,
and associated matching days. Meteorological conditions on the smoke-event day and
two matching days were similar, but ozone concentrations on the two matching days
were lower than on the smoke-event day and were below the federal 8-hour ozone
standard.

April 12, 2011

R (Sm%‘:y')z"e"t (Mp;lz;ilii2r|7g; 202?/61) (Mﬂi%iﬁgzggf, 2)
Topeka High Temp (°F) 73 72 72
Topeka Low Temp (°F) 37 37 36
Topeka 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 0 1.9 0.7
Topeka 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) - 212 240
Topeka 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 4.1 6.7 6.5
Topeka 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 166 176 214
Manhattan High Temp (°F) 75 73 73
Manhattan Low Temp (°F) 34 36 28
Manhattan 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 1.1 4.0 2.3
Manhattan 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 193 198 235
Manhattan 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 6.7 12.8 8.8
Manhattan 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 216 178 214
Topeka 12Z 850 Temp (°C) 54 8.0 5.8
Topeka 12Z 500 mb Height (m) 5720 5700 5660
il sl
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500 mb Pattern

Ridge over Kansas

Ridge building over
Kansas

Weak trough east of
Kansas, weak ridge
west

KNI-Topeka (ppm)

0.084

0.059

Konza Prairie (ppm)

0.078

0.056

0.063

* The KNI-Topeka monitor was not in service until 2007
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Smoke Event Day: April 13, 2011
Matching Day: April 5, 2006
Impacted Monitor: Konza Prairie

Summary: One day with meteorological conditions similar to those on April 13, 2011, but with
limited smoke impacts, was identified. The 8-hour ozone concentration on the matching day at
Konza Prairie was 0.061 ppm, which is lower than the federal 8-hour ozone standard. Thus, it is
unlikely that the 8hour ozone concentration would have exceeded 0.075 ppm on April 13, 2011,
but for the smoke.

Large-Scale Pattern: On both the smoke-event day (Figure 6-11) and the matching day
(Figure 6-12), a 500 mb ridge of high pressure was located over the central United States. At
the surface on the smoke-event day, a low-pressure system was developing along a stationary
front over western Kansas, with a broad high-pressure system east of Kansas (Figure 6-13).
On the matching day, a surface low-pressure system was developing west of Konza Prairie with
a high-pressure system to the east, similar to conditions on the smoke-event day (Figure 6-14).
A warm front was located over western Kansas extending southward into Texas on the matching
day; this is a different frontal configuration than on the smoke-event day.

Local Conditions: With the exception of slightly stronger morning wind speeds on the
matching day, winds and temperatures were quite similar on the smoke-event day and the
matching days (Table 6-4). On both days, southerly winds increased from the morning to the
afternoon.

Fire and smoke data indicated some burning south of Konza Prairie on the matching day, but
much less than on the 2011 smoke-event day. However, smoke was difficult to detect on
satellite imagery because of cirrus clouds over the region on both the smoke-event and
matching days.
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Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 13, 2011 (Smoke Event Day), showing a
ridge of high pressure over the central United States. Source: NWS.

Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 5, 2006 (Matching Day), showing a ridge of
high pressure over the central United States. Source: NWS.
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Sur face HWeather Hap and Station Weather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 13, 2011 (Smoke-Event Day), showing low
pressure over western Kansas with high pressure over the Mississippi Valley. Source:
NWS.

L
wep, apk o8% 2006

Surface HWeather Hap and Station Weather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 5, 2006 (Matching Day), showing a weak low-
pressure system west of Kanas and a warm front extending southeastward into Texas.
Source: NWS.
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Table 6. Meteorological conditions and 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 13, 2011,
and April 5, 2006. Meteorological conditions were similar on both days, but ozone

concentrations on the matching day were lower and were well below the federal 8-hour
ozone standard.

Parameter April 13, 2011 April .5, 2006
(Smoke-Event Day) (Matching Day)

Manhattan High Temp (°F) 81 82
Manhattan Low Temp (°F) 52 48
Manhattan 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 3.1 6.3
Manhattan 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 173 165
Manhattan 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 13.3 13.1
Manhattan 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 160 174
Topeka 12Z 850 Temp (°C) 11.8 13.6
Topeka 12Z 500 mb Height (m) 5700 5720
Cloud Cover Cirrus most of day Cirrus most of day
I I e
500 mb Pattern Weak ridge over Kansas | Ridge over Kansas
Konza Prairie (ppm) 0.079 0.061
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Smoke Event Day: April 29, 2011
Matching Days: May 12, 2008 (Matching Day 1)
May 4, 2011 (Matching Day 2)
Impacted Monitors: Peck and Sedgwick (both in Wichita area)

Summary: Two days having meteorological conditions similar to those on April 29, 2011, but
without smoke impacts, were identified. The 8-hour ozone concentrations on the matching days
at Peck (0.057 ppm and 0.062 ppm) and at Sedgwick (0.055 ppm and 0.056 ppm) were well
below the NAAQS. Thus, it is unlikely that the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm
would have occurred on April 29, 2011, but for the impact of smoke on the monitors.

Large-Scale Pattern: On the smoke-event day (Figure 6-15), Matching Day 1 (Figure 6-16),
and Matching Day 2 (Figure 6-17), a 500 mb ridge of high pressure was located over the Plains
states. The surface patterns on the smoke-event day (Figure 6-18) and matching days
(Figures 6-19 and Figure 6-20) all showed moderately strong southerly gradients over Kansas.

Local Conditions: Meteorological conditions in Wichita on the smoke-event day and matching
days were very similar (Table 6-5). On each day, southerly winds were moderate to strong in
the afternoon; the southerly winds were stronger on the smoke-event day, although stronger
winds would ordinarily enhance pollutant dispersion. Skies were sunny on the smoke-event day
and matching days.

Fire data and satellite imagery did not indicate smoke in the Wichita area on the matching days.
Several fires were indicated over the Flint Hills region on Matching Day 2, but winds were not
favorable for transport of smoke from those fires into the Wichita area.
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500-Hillibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on April 29, 2011 (Smoke-Event Day), showing a
ridge of high pressure over Kansas. Source: NWS.

Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on May 12, 2008 (Matching Day 1), showing a ridge
of high pressure over Kansas. Source: NWS.
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500-Hillibar Height Contours at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. 500 mb heights for 06:00 on May 4, 2011 (Matching Day 2), showing a ridge of
high pressure over Kansas. Source: NWS.

120

surface HWeather Map and station HWeather at 7:00 A.M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on April 29, 2011 (Smoke-Event Day, showing high
pressure over the Mississippi Valley with moderate southerly flow over Kansas. Source:
NWS.
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Surface Weather Hap and Station Weather at 7:00 A.M. E.5.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on May 12, 2008 (Matching Day 1), showing high
pressure over the Mississippi Valley with moderate southerly flow over Kansas. Source:
NWS.

Surface Weather Map and Station Weather at 7:00 A .M. E.S.T.

Figure 6. Surface map for 06:00 on May 4, 2011 (Matching Day 2), showing high
pressure over the Mississippi Valley with moderate southerly flow over Kansas. Source:
NWS.
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Table 6. Meteorological conditions and 8-hour ozone concentrations on April 29, 2011,
and associated matching days. Meteorological conditions were similar on all days, but
ozone concentrations on the matching days were lower and were below the NAAQS.

Parameter

April 29, 2011

May 12, 2008

May 4, 2011

(Event Day)

(Matching Day 1)

(Matching Day 2)

Wichita High Temp (°F) 81 75 79
Wichita Low Temp (°F) 46 45 50
Wichita 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 15.9 14.3 15.7
Wichita 6 a.m. to 12 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 177 168 187
Wichita 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Speed (kts) 31.4 22.8 23.5
Wichita 12 to 6 p.m. Wind Direction (°) 180 171 193
Topeka 12Z 850 Temp (°C) 11.6 11.6 7.6
Topeka 12Z 500 mb Height (m) 5670 5710 5720
Cloud Cover Sunny Sunny Sunny
Surface Pattern Gulf Coast high Gulf Coast high Gulf Coast high
500 mb Pattern Ridge over Kansas | Ridge over Kansas Ridge over Kansas
Peck Ozone (ppm) 0.077 0.057 0.062
Sedgwick Ozone (ppm) 0.082 0.055° 0.056

@ The Sedgwick monitor was not in service until 2009. Data from W. Park City, the ozone monitor nearest to
Sedgwick, were used as a surrogate for May 12, 2008.

19.4 Modeling

19.4.1 Methods

A retrospective modeling analysis was performed to quantify the impacts of emissions
from prescribed fires in the Flint Hills region on air quality at the Kansas monitoring sites during
April 2011, and to assess whether the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm in April
2011 would have occurred without the influence of emissions from these fires. To assess the
impact of smoke on ozone levels, model simulations were performed with and without estimated
smoke emissions from the fires. The difference in ozone concentrations between these two
simulations provides a quantitative estimate of the impact of Flint Hills fires on ozone
concentrations at the monitoring sites. This section summarizes the methods and modeling

approach used in this analysis.

Modeling System

The modeling analysis was performed using the BlueSky Gateway air quality modeling
system. BlueSky Gateway is an operational air quality forecasting system developed by the
USDA Forest Service to predict nationwide air quality impacts due to wildfires and other
emission sources at 36-km resolution. BlueSky Gateway components include the BlueSky
Framework for estimating fire emissions, the Pennsylvania State University/National Center for
Atmospheric Research Mesoscale Model (MM5) for predicting meteorological conditions, the
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Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) model for predicting gaseous and particulate
pollutant concentrations, and the Sparse Matrix Operator Kernel Emissions (SMOKE)
processing system for incorporating anthropogenic emissions. BlueSky Gateway has produced
twice daily ozone and PM, ;s forecasts for the contiguous United States since summer 2007
(Craig et al., 2007).

Emissions Inventory

For fires outside the Flint Hills region, daily fire locations and sizes were provided by the
Satellite Mapping Automatic Reanalysis Tool for Fire Incident Reconciliation (SmartFire)
version 1 (Raffuse et al., 2006), which integrates and reconciles human-recorded wildfire
incident data with satellite-detected fire data and NOAA HMS smoke plume analyses. The
BlueSky Framework was used to develop emissions estimates from the SmartFire burn area
predictions. This methodology is similar to that currently used by USEPA for developing national
fire emission inventories (Sullivan et al., 2009).

For fires within the Flint Hills region, independent county-level burn acreage data were
developed by KDHE and Kansas State University using satellite fire detects and local burn scar
information. KDHE also provided fuel loading data, typical burn size distributions, and sub-
county spatial burn distributions based on local knowledge of the vegetation present during April
2011 and typical burning practices in the Flint Hills. A refined spatial allocation approach was
used to provide appropriate inputs to the BlueSky Framework and develop gridded hourly Flint
Hills fire emissions data. The default fuel loading maps in the BlueSky Framework were
bypassed in favor of local fuel loading data from KDHE. A consumption efficiency of 100% was
assumed because prescribed burns in the Flint Hills consume most available grassland fuel.
Although most of the fuel in these types of burns is consumed by the flaming phase of the fire,
some smoldering does occur after the flame front passes, and thus a smoldering fraction of 10%
was applied. A diurnal time profile was applied to all Flint Hills fire emissions to simulate a
typical Flint Hills prescribed burn that starts at 10:00 CDT and burns evenly across the
landscape for 8 consecutive hours.

For several days in April 2011, KDHE fire information was unavailable, and SMARTFIRE
data were used instead. This substitution did not occur on the most active burn days in the Flint
Hills, and the ozone NAAQS were not exceeded on any date when SMARTFIRE data were
used. Table 6-6 summarizes the daily burn acreage estimates for the Flint Hills region during
April 2011.

Non-fire anthropogenic emissions from the 2008 National Emission Inventory
Version 1.5 were processed through SMOKE. These emissions were not increased for 2011
because economic recession limited growth in vehicle miles traveled and mobile source
emissions between 2008 and 2011. Average meteorological conditions for April 2011 were used
to prepare temperature-dependent emissions, such as mobile and biogenic sources.

Modeling Analysis Method

BlueSky Gateway was used to model ozone concentrations in Kansas during April 2011.
The simulations were carried out as a series of overlapping two-day runs initialized each day at
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00 UTC. Each daily simulation was initialized from previous days’ modeled concentrations to
account for the carryover of primary and secondary pollutants produced from prior days’
emissions. Simulations were started on March 25, 2011, to provide an adequate spin-up period,
but only results from April are used in the analysis. Although the analysis focuses on the four
ozone exceedance dates, BlueSky Gateway was executed each day of the month to preserve
pollutant carryover effects, provide day-to-day continuity to the concentration fields, and provide
additional context for assessing model performance. Peak 8-hour average ozone
concentrations were calculated from the hourly model predictions from 00:00 to 23:00 CDT on
the first day of each daily model run (i.e., the same-day forecast).

To isolate the impacts of Flint Hills fire emissions on ozone concentrations in Kansas,
and to assess whether exceedances of the 8-hour ozone standard would not have occurred but
for the smoke impacts from Flint Hills fires, two simulations were performed.

1. Abase case simulation to model ozone concentrations due to all anthropogenic,
biogenic, and fire emissions sources, including emissions from Flint Hills fires.

20. A sensitivity simulation with Flint Hills fire emissions removed from the emission
inventory.

The difference in ozone concentrations between these two simulations provides a quantitative
estimate of the impact of Flint Hills fires on ozone concentrations. Note that although BlueSky
Gateway incorporates the effects of fire emissions from fires outside the Flint Hills on ozone
production, only the ozone increment resulting from Flint Hills fires is analyzed here, because
both simulations include ozone contributions due to fires outside the Flint Hills. It is important to
note that the April 29, 2011, event was likely the result of fires in Texas and northern Mexico.
Thus, because BlueSky does not currently account for fires outside the United States (e.g.,
Mexico), the model simulations were not accurate for April 29 and the model results were not
used in the But For demonstration for this date.

Table 6. Daily Flint Hills burn acreage estimates and data sources for April 2011. Bold entries
indicate dates on which 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm in Kansas. The
KDHE method for burn acreage estimates is described in section 4.3.1.

Acres

Date Burned Source
4/1/2011 43,997 SmartFire
4/2/2011 83,271 SmartFire
4/3/2011 21,656 SmartFire
4/4/2011 1,829 KDHE method
4/5/2011 142,982 KDHE method
4/6/2011 248,358 KDHE method
4/7/2011 34,469 KDHE method
4/8/2011 178,071 KDHE method
4/9/2011 84,244 KDHE method

4/10/2011 7,133 KDHE method
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4/11/2011 136,975 KDHE method
4/12/2011 298,243 KDHE method
4/13/2011 291,296 KDHE method
4/14/2011 58,259 KDHE method
4/15/2011 185 KDHE method
4/16/2011 233,036 KDHE method
4/17/2011 27,373 SmartFire
4/18/2011 23,284 SmartFire
4/19/2011 2,134 SmartFire
4/20/2011 17,094 SmartFire
4/21/2011 613 SmartFire
4/22/2011 5,624 SmartFire
4/23/2011 1,500 SmartFire
4/24/2011 944 SmartFire
4/25/2011 110 KDHE method
4/26/2011 3,207 KDHE method
4/27/2011 880 KDHE method
4/28/2011 139,697 KDHE method
4/29/2011 19,134 KDHE method
4/30/2011 13,104 KDHE method

20.1.1 Model Performance

To assess ozone model performance in Kansas during April 2011, near-surface peak
8hour average ozone concentrations were extracted from the model output at the six Kansas
ozone monitors and compared against the monitored data. Time series comparisons are shown
in Figure 6-21. BlueSky Gateway adequately captured most of the important ozone trends
observed during April 2011, including variations driven by emissions from Flint Hills fires. A

summary of model performance metrics are presented in Table 6-7.
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Figure 6. Time series of observed (black) and predicted (blue) peak 8-hour average

ozone concentrations at the Kansas monitoring sites during April 2011.

Table 6. Summary of model verification metrics by monitor.
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The model performance was good on most April days, including April 6, 12, and 13.
Therefore, we determined that the model can be used as evidence in the But For
demonstration. On April 7 and 8, the modeling system failed to capture low ozone levels
observed at the Konza Prairie and Topeka monitors because the MM5 failed to capture low-level
cloud cover and cool temperatures in northern Kansas; these conditions limited ozone
formation. On April 29, the modeling system failed to capture the elevated ozone levels at
monitors regionwide because smoke contributions from fires in Mexico and Central America
were not considered; those fires likely contributed to ozone formation in the Wichita area on
April 29. Other observations on model performance include

The modeling system captured the timing and magnitude for many of the observed elevated
ozone events during April 2011.

Ozone concentrations were higher (50 to 70 ppb) during the first half of April when Flint Hills
burning was active, and lower (40 to 50 ppb) during the second half of April when Flint Hills
burning was less active and weather conditions were generally cool and cloudy. The modeling
system captured this regional trend.

The mean absolute error in predicted peak 8-hour ozone concentrations ranges from 9% to 18%
across the Kansas monitors, which is considered to be acceptable model performance®.

20.1.2 Results

This section summarizes the results of the modeling analysis for each day in April 2011
when 8-hour ozone concentrations were above 0.075 ppm. Brief synopses of the important
meteorological and air quality conditions are presented here; more detailed analyses can be
found in the Causal Relationship section of this report. To provide context for the modeling
analysis, plots of the NOAA HMS smoke plumes, fire locations, winds at 16:00 CST, and
HYSPLIT trajectories from AIRNow-Tech are also presented.

Each daily analysis also includes a plot of the difference in modeled peak 8-hour
average ozone concentrations between the base case (with Flint Hills fires) and sensitivity (no
Flint Hills fires) simulations; the differences represent the modeled impact of Flint Hills fire
emissions on ozone concentrations. The plots indicate the areas where additional NO4 and
VOC emissions from Flint Hills fires were sufficient to impact ozone production, and therefore
represent the spatial extent of the modeled smoke plume that resulted from Flint Hills fires.

Smoke Event Day: April 6, 2011
Impacted Monitors: Mine Creek, Wichita Health Department, Peck

A cold front was passing through Kansas on April 6, with southerly winds ahead of the
front and northerly winds behind the front. After the front passed through Wichita around
midday, northerly winds transported smoke from the Flint Hills fires to the Wichita and Peck
monitors. As the cold front approached the Mine Creek monitor, southwesterly winds

3 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (1991) Guideline for regulatory application of the Urban Airshed Model
(UAM). Report prepared by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards,
Research Triangle Park, NC, EPA-450/4-91-013.
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transported smoke from the Flint Hills fires to the Mine Creek monitor. Northerly winds behind
the front transported smoke away from monitors in northeastern Kansas. A large smoke plume
was present over southern and eastern Kansas (Figure 6-22).

Impact on Peak 8-hr Average Ozone

(Basecase - Sensitivity Case 1)

April 62011 0:00:00
Min= -0.1 at(76,45), Max= 49.3 at (78,50)

Figure 6. Left: Surface winds, smoke coverage, and fire locations at 16:00 on April 6,
2011. Red dots and gray shading show fire and smoke locations, respectively. Lines
indicate 24-hour back trajectories ending at the impacted monitors. Plot created in
AIRNow-Tech. Right: Ozone difference plot representing modeled ozone concentrations
directly caused by fires in the Flint Hills region. Black dots represent approximate
locations of the impacted monitors.

The modeled fires on April 6 produced a smoke plume over southern and eastern
Kansas. The modeled plume looked similar to the observed plume and affected all three
monitors that recorded 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm. The additional NOy
and VOC emissions from the fires led to an enhancement of ozone concentrations over these
areas.

When compared with the predicted concentrations at monitors unaffected by the smoke
plume, the base case simulation captures a significant ozone enhancement at all three
impacted monitors. The base case simulation also captures a less significant ozone
enhancement at the Sedgwick monitor, although ozone concentrations there remained below
the federal 8-hour ozone standard. The KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors were largely
unaffected by the smoke plume, and the model accurately predicted regional background ozone
levels (around 0.053 ppm) at those monitors. Modeled ozone concentrations were 0.005 to
0.008 ppm higher than the observations at the impacted monitors.

The predicted difference between the base case simulation (with Flint Hills fires) and the
sensitivity simulation (without Flint Hills fires) suggests that the ozone enhancement at the
impacted monitors was caused by emissions from fires in the Flint Hills region. The modeled
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impact of Flint Hills fires was 0.020 ppm at the Wichita and Peck monitors and 0.010 ppm at the
Mine Creek monitor. The modeled ozone concentrations for the sensitivity simulation were well
below the federal 8-hour ozone standard, demonstrating that the observed 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm would not have occurred but for the smoke.

Table 6. Modeled impact of Flint Hills fires on 8-hour average ozone concentrations at
the Kansas air monitors on April 6, 2011. Bold values indicate data at the impacted
monitors.

Peak 8-hr Average Ozone Concentration

Monitor Base Case| Without Flint Hills | Impact of Flint Hills
Observed . .
(All Fires) Fires

ine Creek 0.076 0.070 0.060 0.010
I\Nichita Health Department 0.079 0.074 0.054 0.020
Sedgwick 0.064 0.057 0.052 0.005
KNI-Topeka 0.054 0.053 0.052 0.000
Peck 0.082 0.074 0.054 0.020
Konza Prairie 0.053 0.052 0.051 0.001
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Smoke Event Day: April 12, 2011
Impacted Monitors: KNI-Topeka, Konza Prairie

Light to moderate southerly winds in eastern Kansas on April 12 transported smoke from
fires in the Flint Hills region to the KNI-Topeka and Konza Prairie monitors. This wind pattern
transported smoke away from the Wichita-area monitors in southern Kansas and the Mine
Creek monitor in eastern Kansas. A large smoke plume was present over eastern Kansas,
primarily over the Flint Hills region with some northward extension in to northern Kansas.
(Figure 6-23).

Impact on Peak 8-hr Average Ozone

(Basecase - Sensitivity Case 1)

April 12,2011 0:00:00
Min= 0.7 at (82,57). Max= 489 at(79.54)

Figure 6. Left: Surface winds, smoke coverage, and fire locations at 16:00 on April 12,
2011. Red dots and gray shading show fire and smoke locations, respectively. Black
lines indicate 24-hour backward trajectories ending at the impacted monitors. Plot
created in AIRNow-Tech. Right: Ozone difference plot representing modeled ozone
enhancement due to emissions from fires in the Flint Hills region. Black dots represent
approximate locations of the impacted monitors.

The modeled fires and wind patterns on April 12 produced an elongated smoke plume
over the Flint Hills region. The modeled plume looks similar to the observed plume, but the
modeled plume is narrower and longer. The modeled plume impacted both the KNI-Topeka and
Konza Prairie monitors. The additional NO, and VOC emissions from the fires led to an
enhancement of ozone concentrations over these same areas.

Because the modeled smoke plume is directly over the KNI-Topeka monitor, the base
case simulation captures a significant ozone enhancement at KNI-Topeka compared with ozone
concentrations at monitors unaffected by the smoke plume (e.g., Wichita and Peck). The base
case simulation accurately depicted the peak 8-hour ozone concentration at KNI-Topeka. The
base case simulation also captured some ozone enhancement at the Konza Prairie monitor, but
the modeled smoke plume was so narrow that most of it missed Konza Prairie; the model
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therefore did not capture the full ozone enhancement there. Although the NOAA-HMS data did
not depict a smoke plume over the Mine Creek monitor, some fires were burning in that region,
and the observed 8-hour ozone concentration of 0.067 ppm suggests some ozone
enhancement which was not captured in the model. The Wichita Health Dept. and Peck
monitors were unaffected by the smoke plume, and the model correctly predicted background
ozone concentrations below 0.060 ppm at those monitors.

The predicted difference between the base case simulation (with Flint Hills fires) and the
sensitivity simulation (without Flint Hills fires) at the KNI-Topeka monitor suggests that the ozone
enhancement was caused by emissions from fires in the Flint Hills region. The modeled 8-hour
ozone concentration at KNI-Topeka without the fires was 0.054 ppm, which is well below the
federal 8-hour ozone standard, and demonstrates that the observed 8-hour ozone concentration
of 0.084 ppm at KNI-Topeka would not have occurred but for the fires. A definitive conclusion at
Konza Prairie was not possible, as the modeling system did not adequately capture the ozone
enhancement at that monitor. However, subtracting the estimated 0.007 ppm contribution due
to smoke from the observed 8-hour concentration of 0.078 ppm would result in an 8-hour ozone
concentration below the federal ozone standard, suggesting that the observed 8-hour
concentration of 0.078 ppm at Konza Prairie would not have occurred but for the smoke impact.

Table 6. Modeled impact of Flint Hills fires on 8-hour average ozone concentrations at
the Kansas air monitors on April 12, 2011. Bold values indicate data at the impacted
monitors.

Peak 8-hr Average Ozone Concentration (ppm

Monitor Observed Base Case | Without Flint Hills | Impact of Flint
(All Fires) Fires Hills Fires

Mine Creek 0.067 0.060 0.060 0.000
Wichita Health Department 0.055 0.054 0.053 0.001
Sedgwick 0.061 0.054 0.054 0.000
KNI-Topeka 0.084 0.082 0.054 0.028
Peck 0.059 0.054 0.053 0.001
Konza Prairie 0.078 0.060 0.053 0.007
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Smoke Event Day: April 13, 2011
Impacted Monitor: Konza Prairie

Light to moderate southeasterly surface winds in eastern Kansas on April 13 transported
smoke from fires in the Flint Hills region toward the Konza Prairie monitor. Unlike the previous
day, when smoke was confined to the Flint Hills region, smoke on April 13 was observed over
most of Kansas and portions of neighboring states (Figure 6-24). Some of this smoke was
likely the result of fires on the previous day.
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Figure 6. Left: Surface winds, smoke coverage, and fire locations at 16:00 on April 13,
2011. Red dots and gray shading show fire and smoke locations, respectively. Plot
created in AIRNow-Tech. Black lines indicate 24-hour backward trajectories ending at the
impacted monitor. Right: Ozone difference plot representing modeled ozone
enhancement due to emissions from fires in the Flint Hills region. Black dots represent
approximate locations of the impacted monitors.

The combination of modeled fires and wind patterns on both April 12 and 13 produced a
significant region of smoke over much of the central United States. The modeled smoke
impacts were most concentrated over the Flint Hills region, and the additional NOx and VOC
emissions from the Flint Hills fires led to a large ozone enhancement in this region, which
includes the Konza Prairie monitor. Modeled ozone impacts outside the Flint Hills were the
result of smoke that was generated on the previous day and transported away from the Flint
Hills region.
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With the exception of KNI-Topeka, both observed and modeled ozone concentrations at
all monitors increased on April 13 from the previous day. At the monitors other than Konza
Prairie, however, the modeled ozone impacts due to Flint Hills fires were no more than 0.002
ppm. The regional ozone enhancement on this day was likely due to a combination of ozone
and precursor emissions from fires that burned the previous day, and photochemical production
that would have occurred even without Flint Hills fire emissions.

The model predicted an ozone enhancement of 0.030 ppm at the Konza Prairie monitor
due to the Flint Hills fires. Because the base case simulation overpredicted the 8-hour ozone
concentration at Konza Prairie by 0.013 ppm, the modeled ozone impact from the Flint Hills fires
was likely overestimated as well. However, the 8-hour ozone concentration at the Konza Prairie
monitor exceeded the federal 8-hour ozone standard by only 0.004 ppm, indicating that even a
small ozone enhancement from smoke would have been sufficient to cause an 8-hour ozone
concentration over 0.075 ppm. The predicted difference between the base case simulation (with
Flint Hills fires) and the sensitivity simulation (without Flint Hills fires) at the Konza Prairie
monitor suggests that the observed 8-hour ozone concentration of 0.079 ppm would likely not
have occurred but for the smoke.

Table 6. Modeled impact of Flint Hills fires on 8-hour average ozone concentrations at
the Kansas air monitors on April 13, 2011. Bold values indicate data at impacted
monitors.

Peak 8-hr Average Ozone Concentration

Without Flint Hills | Impact of Flint

Observed|Case (all

Fires Hills Fires
Mine Creek 0.071 0.070 0.070 0.000
Wichita Health Department 0.069 0.069 0.068 0.001
Sedgwick 0.075 0.065 0.064 0.001
KNI-Topeka 0.070 0.075 0.073 0.002
Peck 0.073 0.069 0.068 0.001
Konza Prairie 0.079 0.092 0.062 0.030
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Smoke-Event Day: April 29, 2011
Impacted Monitors: Sedgwick, Peck

Numerous large fire complexes in Texas and northern Mexico, some burning since April
25, produced widespread smoke across the southern Plains on April 29 (Figure 6-25). Strong
southerly surface winds in excess of 30 knots transported this smoke into Kansas. The Wichita
area monitors were closer to the smoke sources than the other Kansas monitors and were
therefore impacted for a longer period of time.
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Figure 6. Left: Surface winds, smoke coverage, and fire locations on April 29, 2011. Red
dots and gray shading show fire and smoke locations, respectively. Smoke coverage is
derived from an integrated smoke plume analysis from NOAA-HMS. Right: Ozone
difference plot representing modeled ozone enhancement due to fires in the Flint Hills
region. Black dots represent approximate locations of the impacted monitors.

The modeling analysis showed no ozone impacts at the Kansas monitors due to Flint
Hills fires. Very few fires were burning in the Flint Hills region on April 29, and therefore the 8-
hour ozone concentrations over 0.075 ppm cannot be explained by local Flint Hills burning.

As was described in the Methods section, BlueSky Gateway cannot be used to fully
assess the impacts of non-local burning on ozone concentrations at the Kansas monitors on
April 29, as the model did not accurately predict the observed ozone concentrations at Kansas
monitors. BlueSky Gateway predicted ozone concentrations of 0.052 to 0.057 ppm at all
Kansas monitors, whereas observed 8-hour ozone concentrations were over 0.075 ppm at the
Sedgwick and Peck monitors. The large fires in Texas were captured by the modeling system,
but the modeled smoke from those fires was insufficient to impact regional ozone levels in
Kansas. However, smoke from the fires in northern Mexico was transported northward and
likely impacted air quality in the Wichita area. Thus, because BlueSky does not currently
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account for fires outside the United States, the model simulations were not accurate for April 29.
The model results were not used in the But For demonstration for this date.
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21. Conclusions

In April 2011, air quality in Kansas was affected by smoke from widespread fires in the
Flint Hills region and across the southern Plains. Peak daily 8-hour ozone concentrations were
above the federal 8-hour standard of 0.075 ppm at one or more Kansas monitors on four days in
April 2011. This report assesses whether the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm
were Exceptional Events. The analyses in this report demonstrate that the 8-hour ozone
concentrations above 0.075 ppm meet the criteria for designation as Exceptional Events.
Specifically, we found that the 8-hour ozone concentrations above 0.075 ppm

1. Were not reasonably preventable (Section 3);

2. Were caused by smoke from fires (Section 4);

3. Were unusual compared to historical norms (Section 5); and
4

. Would not have occurred but for the smoke (Section 6).
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